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Chapter  1 


INTRODUCTION 


The  quality  and  effectiveness  of  American  education  have  once  again 
become  a  critical  national  issue.    The  National  Commission  on  Excellence  in 
Education  (1983),  appointed  by  Secretary  of  Education  T.  H.  Bell,  decried 
the  "rising  tide  of  mediocrity"  in  public  education.    The  prestigious 
Twentieth  Century  Fund  (1983)  asserted  that  American  public  schools  are  in 
trouble.    Yhe  National  Task  Force  on  Education  for  Economic  Growth  (1983), 
consisting  of  forty-one  eminent  leaders  from  state  government  and  the 
corporate  world,  concluded  that  declining  standards  in  public  schools 
undermine  both  this  country's  efforts  to  sustain  economic  recovery  and  our 
competitive  economic  position  internationally. 

Recent  studies  of  American  high  schools  echo  the  message  of  such 
commissions,  If  not  the  tone.    They  argue  that  the  basic  structure  of  the 
American  high  school  has  not  changed  in  nearly  a  century  and  no  longer 
serves  its  purpose  well  (Sizer,  1984).    While  our  schools  have  adjusted  to 
a  host  of  new  demands  in  the  last  twenty-five  years,  a  large  gap  remains 
between  school  achievement  and  the  type  of  education  students  need  in  order 
to  meet  the  demands  of  a  technological  society  (Boyer,  1983).  Students 
engage  In  a  relatively  narrow  range  of  classrooom  activities  and  become 
more  interested  In  personal  and  vocational  goals  and  less  interested  in  the 
intellectual  goals  of  school  as  they  get  older  (Good lad,  1983). 

Such  studies  have  received  and  will  continue  to  receive  much  publicity. 
Regretably,  the  analyses  and  conclusions  rest  on  relatively  small  samples 
of  schools.    The  longitudinal  study,  High  School  and  Beyond  (HS&B), 
sponsored  by  the' Center  for  Statistics,  is  an  excellent  resource  for  a 
systematic  examination  of  the  current  state  of  secondary  schooling.    It  is 
the  first  national  longitudinal  sample  of  students  that  encompasses  the 
bulk  of  the  high  school  years,  allowing  analysis  of  the  dynamics  of 
cognitive  growth  and  social  development.    Since  this  data  base  provides 
information  on  administrative  practices  and  policy,  on  curriculum  and 
requirements,  and  on  student  outcomes,  a  thorough  investigation  of  models 
of  the  procass  of  schooling  and  of  causal  relationships  between  school  and 
student  characteristics  is  possible. 

A.    STUDY  RATIONALE  AND  ISSUES  TO  BE  DISCUSSED 

This  report  is  the  second  of  two  technical  reports  produced  by 
Educational  Testing  Service  as  part  of  the  Study  of  Excellence  in  High 
Shcool  Education.    These  two  studies  are:    (1)  a  cross-sectional  analysis 
comparing  1972  high  school  seniors  and  their  schools  with  1980  high  school 
seniors  and  their  schools,  and  (2)  a  longitudinal  analysis  relating  growth 
and  development  of  1980  high  school  sophomores  to  their  schooling 
experience  over  the  period  1980-1982. 


ERIC 


11 


-2- 


The  longitudinal  study  has  four  major  objectives:     (1)  to  document 
changes  in  student  achievement,  attitudes ,  behaviors  and  values  between 
the  sophomore  and  senior  years  in  high  school,  (2)  to  identify  the  school- 
related  and  student-related  variables  that  affected  changes  in  student 
outcomes,  (3)  to  understand  how  these  variables  and  the  interaction  among 
them  affect  the  quality  of  high  school  education,  and  (4)  to  present  this 
information  to  educational  policymakers  in  a  way  chat  will  illuminate  and 
assist  their  decision-making  and  lead  to  excellence  in  high  school 
education.    We  define  excellence  in  higu  school  education  as  providing 
an  effective  education  for  the  student  body  being  served.  Thus, 
excellence  can  be  defined  as  an  optimum  interaction  between  school 
variables  and  student  variables.    This  interaction,  in  turn,  is  largely 
the  result  of  policy  decisions.    Policy  decisions  made  on  the  basis  of 
good  data,  appropriately  analyzed,  are  fundamental  for  the  creation  of 
an  excellent  educational  system. 

The  basic  issues  addressed  in  this  report  concern  the  identification 
of  school  and  student  factors  that  affect  student  outcomes.    The  major 
focus,  however,  is  on  those  variables  that  can  be  changed  through 
educational  policy  rather  than  on  predetermined  school  characteristics. 
The  major  issues  are: 

1.  How  did  the  American  high  school  student  change  between  the 
sophomore  and  senior  years? 

o    Changes  in  cognitive  achievement. 

o    Changes  in  educational  and  occupational  aspirations, 
o    Changes  in  school-related  behaviors, 
o    Changes  in  attitudes  and  values. 

2.  What  factors  accounted  for  changes  in  high  school  student  outcomes? 

o    Demographic  characteristics  of  students — socioeconomic 
status ,  race/ ethnicity ,  etc • 

o    Manipulable  student  variables — attitudes,  education  and 
work  aspirations,  study  habits,  deportment. 

o    Manipulable  school  variables — course  content  exposure,  teacher 
quality,  schoo?.  procedures,  curriculum  offerings,  minimum 
competency  requirements,  discipline,  school  climate,  etc. 

o    Availability  of  educational  support  systems  in  home  and  community. 

3.  How  did  changes  in  the  cognitive  achievement  and  attitudes  of 
high  school  dropouts  differ  from  those  of  teenagers  who  chose  to 
stay  in  high  school? 
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""LEVANCE  OP  8TUDY  FINDINGS  POR  EDUCATION  POLICY  AND  PRACTICE 

In  1983,  tight  major  studio  reported  on  the  status  of  American 
education  (National  Commission  on  Excellence  in  Education,  1983;  Twentieth 
Ointury  Fund,  1983;  Education  Commission  of  the  States,  Taak  Porce  on 
Education  for  Economic  Growth,  1983;  College  Entrance  Examination 
Board,  1983;  The  Carnegie  Corporation,  1983;  8iser,  1984;  Boyer,  1983; 
&  Goodlad,  1983).    These  studies  sounded  a  common  theme;    the  American 
educational  system  is  in  trouble.    The  National  Commission  report  issued 
the  strongest  indictment  of  the  system,  stating  that  the  average  graduate 
of  our  achools  and  colleges  today  is  not  as  well-educated  as  "the  average 
graduate  of  23  or  33  years  ago,  when  a  much  smaller  proportion  of  our 
population  completed  high  school  and  college"  (National  Commission, 
p.  H). 

The  challenge  raised  by  the  national  commissions,  educators, 
parents  and  c it  leans  is  to  achieve  excellence  in  education.  Excel- 
lence can  mean  several  related  things  and  can  be  applied  to  the  individual 
learner,  a  school  or  college,  or  to  the  society  at  large.    The  search  for 
excellence  must  not  take  place  at  the  expense  of  a  commitment  to  equitable 
treatment  of  diverse  student  populations.    In  the  words  of  the  National 
Commission  on  Excellence  in  Education,  "our  goal  must  be  to  develop  the 
talents  of  all  to  their  fullest."    Therefore,  a  critical  set  of  analyses 
in  this  study  will  address  the  broad  questions:    "What  echool  processes 
and  school-related  behaviors  are  related  to  cognitive  growth?"  "Are 
•effective1  schoola  equally  effective  for  all  students?"  and  "Do  particular 
school  programs  impact  differentially  on  different  types  of  students?" 

Our  research  questions  «Qd  hypotheses,  listed  in  the  following 
section,  are  designed  to  identify  educational  practices  that  appear  to  be 
important  for  educational  excellence.    Using  the  1980-82  longitudinal 
data,  we  can  answer  a  number  of  specific  policy  questions.    What  are  the 
character ie tics  of  high* schools  that  have  been  especially  successful  in 
enhancing  the  achievement  of  particular  groups  of  students,  such  as 
minorities?    Are  there  particular  school  and/or  non-school  conditions 
that  are  related  to  students1  decisions  to  take  advanced  mathematics 
and  science  courses?    Do  these  relationships  differ  when  students  are 
grouped  by  gender  or  by  race?    Does  the  amount  of  coursework  in  specific 
content  areas  (e.g.,  mathematics,  science  or  social  studies)  lead  to 
greater  gains  in  achievement? 

C.     RESEARCH  QUESTIONS 

The  following  questions  will  be  addressed  in  the  analysis. 

la    Pcscriptive  Longitudinal  Analysis  (Changes  in  high  school  students 
and  their  schools  from  their  sophomore  to  senior  years — 1980  to  1982) 

a.    How  and  how  much  did  students1  test  scores  change  during  their 
last  two  years  of  high  school?    Do  these  changes  vary  across 
groups  of  students,  type  of  school,  region,  and  curriculum?  Are 
these  changes  consistent  across  test  content  areas? 
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b.  How  much  and  how  did  students1  self-reported  grades  change 
between  their  sophomore  and  senior  years?    Are  these  changes 
consistent  across  type  of  student,  type  of  school,  region 
and  curriculum? 

c.  How  much  and  hov  did  students'  educational  and  occupational 
aspirations  change  during  the  last  two  years  in  high  school? 
Are  these  changes  consistent  across  type  of  student  and 
curriculum? 

d.  How  much  and  how  did  students'  behaviors,  attitudes,  and  values 
change  between  their  sophomore  and  senior  years? 

e.  What  kinds  of  learning  and  other  school  experiences  did  stu- 
dents have  during  the  last  two  years  of  high  school?  How 

does  this  vary  by  type  of  student,  school,  region,  and  curriculum 
charac  t  er  i  s  t  ic  s  ? 

f.  How  did  dropout  rates  vary  by  school  and  by  individual  character- 
istics? 


2.    Relational  Longitudinal  Analysis 

a.  How  do  student  demographic  variables  interact  with  test  score 
change? 

b.  How  do  school  processes  interact  with  test  score  change? 

c.  How  do  student  behaviors,  attitudes  and  values  relate  to  test 
score  change? 

d.  What  factors  relate  to  changes  in  student  attitudes,  behaviors 
and  values? 

e.  What  variables  relate  to  in-school/dropout  status  of  students? 

f.  How  does  the  decision  to  drop  out  of  school  affect  test 
score  change? 

D.     RELATING  THE  STUDY  TO  PAST  RESEARCH 


For  nearly  twenty  years  sociologists  of  education  have  focused 
their  research  on  how  the  quantity  and  quality  of  schooling  condition 
and  shape  a  broad  range  of  cognitive,  affective,  and  behavioral  outcomes 
influencing  the  educational  performance  and  attainment  of  students. 
Initial  efforts  concentrated  on  allocating  the  variance  in  outcomes 
between  institutional  and  individual  characteristics  in  an  effort  to 
isolate  or  provide  quantitative  estimates  of  the  degree  to  which  school 
resources  and  facilities  had  an  effect  on  academic  outcomes.  Studies 
with  similar  research  designs  and  specifications  have  appeared  in  several 
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disciplines.    Sociologists  have  concentrated  on  school  climates  or 
context  (Alexander  &  Eckland,  1975,  1977;  Alwin  &  Otto,  1977;  Anderson, 
1982;  Hauser,  1969;  Heyns,  1978;  Jencks  et  al.,  1972;  McDill  &  Rigsby, 
1973)  while  economists  have  produced  input -output  studies  or  production 
functions  (Brown  &  Saks,  1975;  Cohen  &  Millman,  1975;  Glassman  &  Biniaminov, 
1981;  Hanushek,  1979;  Murnane,  1980;  Summers  &  Wolfe,  1979).    Common  to 
both  disciplines,  however,  is  the  use  of  large-scale  survey  research  and 
the  finding  that  differences  between  schools  had  only  a  modest  impact  on 
student  achievement,  once  socioeconomic  background  and  ability  were 
controlled  (Bridge  et  al.,  1979;  Coleman  et  al.,  1966;  Heyns,  1978; 
Jencks  et  al.,  1972;  Mosteller  &  Moynihan,  1972). 

Such  studies  have  been  criticized  as  treating  schooling  as  a  "black  box" 
phenomenon.    By  focusing  on  the  relatively  narrow  range  of  institutional 
variation  observed  between  schools  and  employing  nonexperimental  methods  to 
deduce  causal  factors,  analyses  of  school  effects  have  been  severely  handi- 
capped in  identifying  the  characteristics  of  schools  that  promote  student 
achievement.    Moreover,  given  the  dominant  role  of  individual  variation 
in  outcomes,  school  effects  research  could  not  address  the  question  of  what 
sorts  of  schools  were  best  for  what  sorts  of  students;  studies  typically 
looked  only  for  the  uniform  impact  of  specific  schools  on  all  students. 

In  an  effort  to  overcome  the  deficiencies  in  such  research,  recent 
analyses  have  adopted  diverse  strategies.    Researchers  have  tried  to 
identify  the  salient  features  of  "effective"  schools,  and  have  used 
several  techniques  to  define  and  isolate  effective  schools  (Brookover  et 
al.,  1983;  Cohen,  1982;  D'Amico,  1982;  Edmonds,  1979,  1982;  Klitgaard  & 
Hall,  1973;  MacKenzie,  1983;  Madaus  et  al.,  1980;  Murnane,  1980;  Odden  & 
Webb,  1983;  Wynne,  1981).    Particular  attention  has  been  uevoted  to  those 
schools  that  have  been  able  to  raise  achievement  levels  among  minority 
and  disadvantaged  populations  and  to  those  school  characteristics  that 
are  manipulable  by  policy  change.    A  common  strategy  has  been  to  distinguish 
explicitly  the  within-school  processes  from  those  operating  between 
schools,  and  to  shift  from  a  macro-institutional  to  a  micro-institutional 
approach.    A  growing  empirical  literature  exists  on  the  impact  of  classroom 
interaction  patterns,  teachers,  principals,  tracking,  instructional 
quality,  and  time  on  task,  as  well  as  numerous  descriptive  ethnographic 
and  case  studies  designed  to  explore  and  explain  the  effects  of  school 
organization  on  the  processes  of  teaching  and  learning  that  influence 
student  outcomes.    A  new  movement,  the  school  improvement  movement,  emerged 
from  these  research  activities. 

A  different  set  of  issues  was  raised  in  1981  when  Cole>  an  and  his 
associates  released  the  first  major  analysis  of  the  1980  HS&B  data 
(Coleman  et  al.,  1981).    Focusing  on  the  differential  impact  of  school 
sector,  they  reported  that  high  school  seniors  in  Catholic  high  schools 
in  1980  scored  higher  than  their  public  school  counterparts,  after  con- 
trolling for  differences  in  family  background.    The  researchers  attributed 
the  better  performance  of  students  in  Catholic  schools  to  factors  related 
to  the  more  favorable  disciplinary  climate  and  quality  of  instruction  in 
these  schools  and  used  these  findings  to  suggest  that  public  policy  should 
encourage  an  expanded  role  for  private  education  in  the  United  States. 
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Many  members  of  the  research  community  challenged  both  their 
methodology  and  their  policy  implications.    (See  for  example,  Braddock, 
1981;  Murnane,  1981;  Goldberger  &  Cain,  1982;  and  Cain  &  Goldberger, 
1983).    As  a  result,  nearly  all  of  the  reanalyses  of  the  1980  HS&B  data 
and  much  of  the  current  analysis  of  the  first-year  follow-up  data  have 
been  directed  toward  proving  or  disproving  the  finding  of  Coleman  and  his 
colleagues  that  Catholic  schools  do  a  better  job  than  private  schools 
(Noell,  1982;  Peng  et  al.,  1982;  Alexander  &  Pallas,  1983;  Willms,  1983, 
1984;  and  Hoffer,  Greeley,  &  Coleman,  1984).    Their  original  research 
question,  "Do  private  schools  bring  about  higher  achievement  in  basic 
cognitive  skills  for  comparable  students?"  has  driven  policy  debate  and 
fashioned  the  research  agenda  for  the  last  four  years. 

The  research  questions  examined  in  this  report  are  broader  than 
those  examined  by  Colemen  and  his  associates.    By  asking  which  components 
of  the  educational  process  impact  on  achievement  gain,  school  sector 
becomes  only  one  of  the  variables  considered.    However,  because  our 
research  question  is  broadly  stated,  it  is  difficult  to  draw  narrow 
policy  conclusions  and  recommendations.     In  addition,  since  large-scale 
survey  research  instruments  limit  the  number  and  type  of  variables  for 
which  data  are  available,  we  cannot,  like  the  school  effectiveness 
research,  identify  specific  school  policies  and  practices  that  have  been 
particularly  effective  in  enhancing  student  performance.    Rather,  we  must 
be  content  with  drawing  policy  implications  from  those  school  process 
variables  and  school-related  behaviors  that  we  found  to  be  important  for 
achievement  gain. 

E.     REPORT  OVERVIEW 

The  remainder  of  this  report  is  divided  into  13  chapters.    Chapter  2 
describes  the  tests,  questionnaires  and  other  instruments  used  in  the 
study  and  the  methodology  employed  to  analyze  these  data.    The  sample  and 
background  and  family  characteristics  of  the  students  are  described  in 
Chapter  3.    Chapter  4  examines  the  student  body  characteristics,  resources, 
and  policies  and  practices  of  the  high  schools  that  the  students  atterded, 
while  Chapter  5  describes  the  courses  that  students  took  during  their 
high  school  years.    Changes  in  tested  achievement,  grades,  and  life  skills 
between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years  are  analyzed  in  Chapter  6,  and 
changes  in  student  attitudes,  plans  and  behaviors  during  this  same  period 
are  covered  in  Chapter  7.    Chapter  8  is  an  analysis  of  students  who  dropped 
out  of  school  before  graduation.    Chapter  9  examines  the  determinants  of  gain 
at  the  individual  level  and  the  impact  that  dropping  out  of  high  school  has 
on  achievement.    Chapter  10  uses  additional  metholodogy  to  examine  the  effect 
of  leaving  school  on  gains.    A  school  level  analysis  of  the  determinants 
of  gain  is  presented  in  Chapter  11.     In  Chapter  12  a  multilevel  analysis 
of  school  effects  is  presented  using  empirical  Baysian  methods.  The 
final  chapter  summarizes  the  results  of  this  longitudinal  study,  relates 
these  findings  to  those  of  the  cross-sectional  analysis,  and  presents 
policy  implications. 
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Chapter  2 


INSTRUMENTATION  AND  METHODOLOGY 


This  chapter  presents  a  brief  description  of  the  test  battery  and  the 
questionnaires  that  were  analyzed.     In  addition  an  outline  of  the  methodology 
of  the  descriptive  and  longitudinal  analysis  are  Presented, 

A.  INSTRUMENTATION 

1.     1980  Sophomore  Cohort  Tests  Battery 

The  basic  academic  skill  tests  (Vocabulary,  Reading  and  Mathematics) 
were  retained  from  the  1972  and  1980  senior  cohort  batteries  with  some  changes 
at  the  item  level  and  in  the  lengths  of  the  tests,  and  three  short  conventional 
achievement  tests  were  added.    These  measures  were  as  follows: 

o    Science  -  Twenty  items  measuring  knowledge  of  general  science,  biology, 
chemistry,  physics,  and  the  scientific  method.    Each  multiple  choice 
item  has  a  stem  and  five  options.    Time — 10  minutes 

o    Writing  -  Seventeen  multiple  choice  items  testing  use  of  capitalization 
and  punctuation,  form,  and  style  concerns.    Each  item  has  four  options. 
Time — 10  minutes 

o  Civics  Education  -  Ten  multiple  choice  items  covering  graph  reading  (1), 
American  history  (2),  American  government  (3),  and  miscellaneous  current 
issues  requiring  inferential  reasoning  (4).  Each  item  has  four  options. 
Time — 5  minutes 

The  number  of  items  in  the  1980  sophomore  cohort  test  battery  and  the 
time  allowed  are  as  follows: 

21  items  7  minutes 


Vocabulary 
Reading 
Mathematics 

Part  1 

Part  2 
Science 
Writing 

Civics  Education 


20  items 

28  items 
10  items 
20  items 
17  items 
10  items 
Total  time 


15  minutes 

16  minutes 
5  minutes 

10  minutes 
10  minutes 
5  minutes 
—  68  minutes 
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The  1982  senior  cohort  battery  was  simply  a  reprinting  of  the 
1980  Sophomore  Test  Battery,  with  changes  only  on  the  cover.    A  more 
complete  discussion  of  the  development  of  the  tests  along  with  their 
accompanying  psychometric  data  may  be  found  in  Rock  et  al.  (1985a). 

2.    Questionnaire  Instrumentation 

The  High  School  and  Beyond  base  year  sophomore  cohort  sample  received 
a  sophomore  base  year  student  questionnaire  in  the  spring  of  1980.  Two 
years  later  (spring  1982)  those  sophomores  who  were  still  in  school 
received  a  followup  student  questionnaire.    Those  individuals  who  dropped 
out  before  the  spring  of  1982  received  a  dropout  questionnaire.  School 
administrator*  in  each  sample  school  received  a  school  questionnaire  it. 
1980  and  in  1982. 

The  base  year  and  follow-up  questionnaire  for  the  in-school  students 
showed  many  common  items  enabling  one  to  examine  changes  in  attitudes  and 
behaviors  over  the  two-year  span.     In  addition  to  the  common  items 
certain  items  were  unique  to  the  base  year  questionnaire  while  others 
only  appeared  in  the  senior  questionnaire. 

General  areas  that  were  covered  in  the  base  year  and  follow-up  student 
questionnaires  included: 

o  Demographics  -  age,  sex,  race,  socioeconomic  status  (SES),  region 
of  the  country,  community  type,  number  of  siblings,  and  household 
structure. 

o    Home  educational  support  system  -  parents'  education  and  occupation, 
number  of  study  aids  in  the  home,  parents'  involvement  and  role  in 
student's  education,  mother's  educational  aspiration  for  offspring, 
and  mothers  working. 

o    Student  school  behaviors  and  attitudes  -  grades  and  honors,  taken 
and  passed  minimum  competency  tests,  amount  of  homework,  participa- 
tion in  school  extracurricular  activities,  courses  taken,  attendance, 
deportment,  absenteeism,  educational  aspirations,  perception  of 
performance,  teacher  interest,  disciplinary  practices  and  academic 
emphasis. 

o    Student  attitudes  toward  self  and  society  -  self-esteem,  locus  of 

control,  perception  of  women's  roles,  and  importance  of  selected  societal 
values. 

o    Other  student  behaviors  -  amount  of  TV  watching,  employment,  non- 
school  learning  experiences,  participation  in  community  youth 
groups,  church  groups,  outside  reading,  and  self-perception  of 
knowledge  in  various  life  skills  areas. 

The  dropout  questionnaire  covered  many  of  the  above  areas  with  the  ex- 
ception of  most  of  the  school  behaviors  and  school-related  attitudes  present 
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in  the  senior  questionnaire.    Specific  areas  that  were  unique  to  the  dropout 
questionnaire  included:     (1)  reasons  for  leaving  school,  (2)  present 
work/training  activities,  (3)  when  the  dropout  left  high  school,  and 
(4)  whether  the  decision  to  leave  school  was  a  good  one. 

The  school  questionnaire  included  the  following  areas: 

o    School  characteristics  -  school  type,  entrance  requirements, 
e.g.,  use  of  a  test,  school  SES,  school  size,  racial/ethnic 
composition  of  student  and  teachers,  student  absenteeism  and 
dropout  rate,  percent  of  students  with  special  educational  needs, 
and  percent  of  students  who  are  college-bound. 

o    School  resources  -  staff  resources  include  student/teacher  ratios, 
percent  of  teachers  with  advanced  degrees,  and  teacher  turnover 
rate.  Curriculum  resources  include  the  number  of  courses  offered, 
availability  of  remediation  and  special  programs.    Other  resources 
are  length  of  school  year,  and  per  pupil  expenditures. 

o    School  policies  and  practices  -  use  of  ability  grouping,  use 
of  minimum  competency  tests,  college  preparatory  requirements. 

o    School  climate  -  school  goals,  extent  of  disciplinary  problems, 
number  of  disciplinary  rules,  percent  of  teachers  who  are  strict/ 
permissive. 

3.  Transcripts 

In  addition  to  the  information  from  both  the  student  and  school 
questionnaires,  approximately  15,500  grade  transcripts  were  obtained. 
The  courses  were  listed  by  Carnegie  units  along  with  grades. 

B.  METHODOLOGY 

This  section  describes  che  methodology  for  the  longitudinal  compari- 
sons at  both  the  descriptive  and  relational  level.    The  descriptive 
analysis  not  only  documents  changes  in  student  achievement,  background, 
behavior  and  attitude  and  in  their  schools,  but  it  also  provides  for  the 
identification  of  critical  process  variables  for  use  in  the  longitudinal 
relational  analysis. 

The  classification  variables  and  subcategories  used  in  this  analysis 
are  shown  below.    The  classification  variables  are  defined  in  Appendix  A. 

1.  .Sex — male  and  female; 

2.  Socioeconomic  level- -high,  middle,  and  low; 

3.  Race/Ethnicity — White,  Black,  Asian -American,  American  Indian, 
Mexican  American,  Puerto  Rican,  and  Other  Hispanics; 
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4.  Type  of  School — Public,  private,  and  catholic; 

5.  Geographic  Regions — Northeast,  North-Central,  South,  and  West; 

6.  Curriculum  Type — Academic,  general,  and  vocational;  and 

7.  Community  Type — Urban,  suburban/small  city,  and  rural. 

For  each  continuous  outcome  variable,  we  provide  an  introductory 
descriptive  analysis  table  showing  the  1980  mean  and  standard  deviation  for 
that  variable,  for  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  and  sophomores  who  dropped 
cut  by  each  of  the  first  seven  classification  variables.    We  also  present 
tables  of  1980-1982  mean  gains  (losses)  for  selected  outcomes  for  the  stayers 
and  dropouts  separately  by  the  seven  classification  variables.    For  categorical 
outcome  variables  the  tables  show  the  percentage  choosing  each  option.  For 
some  outcome  variables,  we  provide  additional  descriptive  analyses  showing 
1980-1982  changes  categorized  in  three-way  tables  which  include  sex  by 
curriculum,  socioeconomic  status  by  race,  socioeconomic  status  by  school  type, 
socioeconomic  status  by  geographic  region,  socioeconomic  status  by  curriculum, 
and  socioeconomic  status  by  community  type. 

An  asterisk  on  a  number  in  the  column  "1982-1980  difference"  indicates 
that  the  difference  between  means  is  statistically  significant  at  the  .05 
level  or  less  (2-tailed  test).     The  standard  errors  used  in  the  statistical 
tests  of  difference  between  tabled  means  used  the  panel  design  effect  correction 
(deft)  of  1.80.    This  correction  was  based  on  the  average  of  the  panel  design 
defts  across  subgroups.    The  deft  used  in  the  statistical  teste  of  proportions 
was  1.30.    The  deft  used  in  the  statistical  tests  in  the  regression  analysis 
was  2.0.    This  deft  can  be  considered  quite  conservative  since  there  is 
evidence  in  the  sampling  literature  that  the  standard  errors  in  regression 
analysis  may  not  need  correction.     Since  many  of  the  policy  statements  in 
Chapter  13  lean  heavily  on  the  regression  results  of  Chapter  9,  it  was  felt 
that  it  would  be  best  to  err  on  the  conservative  side. 

The  column  labeled  "effect  size"  is  the  difference  between  means 
divided  by  the  pooled  standard  deviation.    The  one  exception  to  this 
approach  is  that  when  comparing  1980-1982  test  score  change  the  pretest 
standard  deviation  is  used  rather  than  the  pooled  standard  deviation. 
This  measure  of  effect  size  is  scaled  in  terms  of  standard  deviation 
units,  and  since  it  is  independent  of  sample  size,  it  allows  one  to  make 
rough  comparisons  of  the  relative  magnitude  of  changes  across  populations 
and/or  in  outcome  variables  having  different  metrics.    Limitations  to  the 
validity  of  this  type  of  comparison  when  comparing  gains  across  different 
groups  who  have  been  subjected  to  different  educational  treatments  are 
discussed  in  the  test  gain  chapter. 

What  can  one  say  about  whether  an  effect  size  is  small,  moderate,  or 
large?  Cohen  (1969)  suggests  that  comparisons  of  treatments  in  the  social 
sciences  frequently  yield  effect  sizes  of  .20  and  below  while  very  few 
ever  yield  effect  sizes  as  large  as  .80  and  above.     Similarly,  Smith  and 
Glass  (1977)  report  average  effect  sizes  of  .68  in  treatment-control 


comparisons.     It  should  be  pointed  out  here  that  these  notions  about  what 
is  a  small,  moderate,  or  large  effect  are  for  the  most  part  gathered  from 
empirical  data  where  the  comparison  is  between  a  group  receiving  a  formal 
intervention  and  a  nontreated  control  group,  or  alternatively  a  group 
receiving  what  is  believed  to  be  an  inferior  treatment. 

Considering  the  context  of  the  1980-1982  comparison  of  gains  (losses), 
the  following  categories  of  effect  sizes  will  be  used  in  succeediag  inter- 
pretations.   A  statistically  significant  effect  between  10%  and  20%  of  a 
pooled  standard  deviation  will  be  considered  a  small  but  practically  signif- 
icant effect.    Effect  sizes  of  21%  to  50%  of  a  standard  deviation  will  be 
considered  to  be  moderate-sized  effects  while  51%  of  a  standard  deviation 
and  larger  will  be  considered  large  effects. 

1.     Descriptive  Analysis 

The  descriptive  analysis  is  targeted  toward  answering  four  major 
questions : 

a#    What  were  the  demographic  characteristics  of  the  1980  sophomore 

cohort,  and  how  did  students  who  stayed  in  school  differ  from  those 
who  dropped  out? 

In  Chapter  3  we  describe  the  1980  base  year  sophomore  cohort 
and  1982  senior  samples  and  compare  those  who  dropped  out  with 
those  who  stayed  in  school.    We  show  changes  in  the  percentage 
of  males  and  females,  the  percentage  of  students  in  each  racial/ 
ethnic  category,  the  percentage  of  students  enrolled  in  different 
curricula,  the  socioeconomic  background  of  students,  and  the  community 
type  and  region  of  the  country  in  which  they  reside. 

b*    What  were  the  policies,  practices,  and  school  climates  that 
prevailed  from  1980-1982? 

Analysis  including  descriptors  of  student  body  characteristics, 
which  includes  absenteeism,  dropout  rates,  percentage  of  college- 
bound  students,  staff  characteristics,  school  standards,  and 
climates  and  students1  evaluations  of  their  school  experiences 
are  presented  by  selected  classification  variables  in  Chapter  4. 

c#    How  much  did  tested  achievement »  school  grades,  and  actual  life 
skills  change  between  1980-1982? 

In  Chapter  6,  summary  statistics  for  the  mean  test  score  changes 
are  presented  in  IRT  scaled  units,  which  are  on  the  same  scale 
as  the  original  tests,  and  in  effect  size  scaled  units  for 
dropouts  and  school  stayers.     (The  IRT  scaling  is  explained  in 
Rock  et  al.,  1985a.)  Also  included  are  changes  in  variances 
(standard  deviations)  over  time.    These  variance  changes  could 
h^?C  atchan8es  in  the  educational  process  and/or  possible 
shifts  in  those  populations  that  achieve  the  senior  year  in 
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school.    A  decrease  in  variances  might  indicate  an  increased 
allocation  of  re&ources  to  programs  intended  to  bring  up 
the  lower  achieving  students.    Information  on  self-reported 
grades  and  life  skill  outcomes  are  also  included. 

d.    How  much  did  behaviors,  attitudes,  etc.,  change  for  various 
groups  of  student 8  and  schools? 

Changes  in  homework,  extracurricular  activities,  attitudes 
toward  school,  educational  and  occupational  aspirations,  self- 
esteem,  and  life/work  goals  are  presented  in  Chapter  7  using 
the  seven  major  classification  variables.    When  the  dependent 
variables  are  on  a  quantitative  scale,  means  and  standard 
deviations  are  presented.    Scaled  effect  sizes  are  presented 
where  there  is  a  comparison  of  two  means.    When  the  data  is 
nominal,  tables  show  cell,  row,  and  column  marginal  percentages 
and  frequencies. 

2.    Relational  Analysis 

The  relational  analysis  is  primarily  concerned  with  answering  two 
broad  questions. 

The  first  question  deals  with  the  identification  of  the  determinants 
of  change  in  individual  achievement,  personal  development,  and  plans  for 
the  future.    The  second  question  has  to  do  with  the  estimation  o$  the  net 
effects  of  two  years  of  schooling  on  these  outcomes.    This  latter  question 
involves  a  comparison  of  individuals  who  continued  in  school  from  their 
sophomore  to  senior  years  with  a  group  of  individuals  who  dropped  out  in 
their  sophomore  year.    Since  motivation  to  learn  is  both  unmeasured  (at 
least  directly)  and  confounded  with  treatment,  it  would  appear  that  this 
estimate  of  the  effect  of  two  years  of  schooling  may  be  an  upper-bound 
estimate. 

We  will  deal  with  the  determinants  of  change  first.    We  used  the 
following  general  approaches  to  the  problem  of  identifying  the  deter- 
minants of  change.    At  the  individual  level  potential  determinants  of 
change  were  evaluated  using  a  modified  path  analysis  approach.  Path 
models  were  run  separately  for  sex  and  racial/ethnic  groups  in  order  to 
identify  which  educational  process  and/or  home-background  variables 
appeared  to  work  differently  for  subgroups.    A  "value-added"  analysis  was 
run  comparing  school  "stayers"  with  school  dropouts  in  order  to  estimate 
the  impact  of  schooling  on  changes  in  achievement.    The  relative  robust- 
ness of  the  "value-added"  analysis  was  evaluated  using  an  alternative 
methodology  that  incorporated  both  matching  and  covariance  procedures. 

At  the  school  level  a  block  regression  analysis  *as  carried  out  in 
order  to  estimate  the  unique  contributions  of  the  school  process  block 
on  change  in  tested  achievement.    Once  having  partitioned  the  change 
variance  by  blocks,  the  next  step  was  to  identify  the  important  variables 
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within  each  block.     Correlation  between  individual  variables  and  the 
covariate  composite  (structure  coefficients)  were  estimated  to  provide 
information  on  the  importance  of  individual  variables. 

An  additional  schoo*  level  analysis  was  carried  out  to  explain  between 
school  differences  with  respect  to  within-school  regressions  of  individual 
outputs  on  inputs  (e.g.,  mathematics  achievement  as  a  senior  regressed  on 
science  achievement  as  a  sophomore)  from  school  descriptive  characteristics 
The  school  variables  included  school  aggregate  scores  as  well  as  other 
types  of  descriptors.    Empirical  Bayes  procedures  were  used  to  arrive  at 
stable  within-school  regression  estimates. 
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Chapter  3 

THE  SAMPLE  AND  STUDENT  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS 

This  chapter  describes  the  1980  sophomore  cohort  sample  and  background 
characteristics . 


A.     THE  SAMPLE 


The  1980  High  School  and  Beyond  sophomore  base  year  sample  consisted 
of  a  highly  stratified  national  probability  sample  of  over  1100  secondary 
schools  as  the  first  stage  units  of  selection.     In  the  second  stage,  36 
sophomores  were  selected  per  school  (in  schools  with  fewer  than  36,  all 
eligible  students  were  included).     Several  strata  were  included  in  the 
sample  with  probabilities  higher  then  their  occurrence  in  the  population 
to  allow  for  study  of  certain  types  of  schools  or  students.  These 
over-sampled  strata  included: 

o    Hispanics,  with  probabilities  of  selection  to  ensure  a  sufficient 
number  of  Cuban,  Puerto  Rican,  and  Mexican  students  for  separate 
analysis • 

o    Catholic  schools  with  high  proportions  of  Black  students, 
o    Public  alternative  schools. 

o    Private  schools  with  high-achieving  students. 

The  first  two  columns  of  Table  3-1  present  the  sample  numbers  and 
weighted  numbers  for  the  base  year  sophomore  cohort,  not  including  those 
that  later  transferred  to  other  schools  or  became  "early  graduates.11  The 
next  four  columns  further  partition  this  population  into  that  part  that 
stayed  in  school  and  that  part  that  dropped  out.     The  last  four  columns 
partition  the  total  surveyed  first  year  follow-up  of  the  base  year 
sophomores  into  seniors  in  school  and  dropouts.    These  numbers  do  not 
include  transfers  or  early  graduates.    These  populations  are  somewhat 
larger  than  those  numbers  shown  in  columns  one  through  six  since  the 
response  rate  was  higher  for  the  1982  survey.     In  addition  to  the  total 
numbers  the  sample  sizes  are  also  shown  for  selected  demographic  sub- 
populations  . 

Table  3-2  shows  the  same  partitions  as  Table  3-1,  in  terms  of 
percentages.    A  comparison  of  the  percentages  based  on  sample  numbers 
with  those  based  on  the  weighted  numbers  (for  all  sophomores)  indicates 
the  relative  over-sampling  of  Hispanics  and  Catholic  schools.    A  compari- 
son of  the  demographics  of  sophomores  that  stayed  in  school,  not  including 
transfers  with  1982  seniors  also  not  including  transfers,  shows  much  the 
same  pattern  of  percentages  with  the  exception  of  curriculum  type.  This 
discrepancy  is  probably  due  to  differences  in  the  points  of  time  at  which 
the  information  on  curriculum  was  collected. 
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Table  3-1 
NUMBER  OF  CASES  BY  COHORT  GROUPS 


SOPHOMORES  MHO 
STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 


SOPHOMORES  MHO 
OROPPEO  OUT 


1982 
SENIORS 


1982 
OROPOUTS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
ft MALE 
NO  OA  TA 

SESt 
LOM 
MIOJLE 
HIGH 
NO  OA  f A 

RACE* 


25228  3317130 


12512 
12716 
0 


6128 
11827 
6173 
1100 


167*776 
1642554 
0 


787575 
1590559 
791580 
147616 


SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 
N  N 

22807 


SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 


SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 


11250 
11557 
0 


5150 
10893 
5928 
836 


2801849 


1398359 
1403490 
0 


•594118 
1383989 
730133 
93608 


WHITE 

17945 

2532645 

16524 

2182554 

SLACK 

3420 

436196 

2996 

352989 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

329 

34736 

311 

32240 

AMERICAN  (NO  (AN 

260 

33855 

202 

24460 

MI:X!CAft-AME«ICAN 

1922 

145500 

1636 

109282 

PUERTO  RICAN 

335 

30406 

263 

25104 

CThER  HISPANIC 

921 

45683 

801 

67525 

NG  OATA 

V6 

12307 

74 

7695 

SCHOOL  CVPE; 

PUBLIC  2213o  3022283  19809  2528444 

PRIVATE  724  92637  694  78935 

Catholic  2)68  202409  2304  194470 

NO  0 ATA  0  0  0  0 

GEOGRAPHIC  KEGIGN; 

NORTHEAST  5444  f23707  5041  638538 

fcCKTH  CcNTRAL  7332  949103  6744  825377 

SOUTH  8021  ,.102719  7054  895o09 

KCST  "32  541802  3968  442J25 

NU  OATA  0  0  0  0 

CURRICULUM » 

GENERAL  11093  1493878  9414  1217051 

ACADEMIC  8589  1056742  8298  992325 

VOCATIONAL  499*  695135  4259  542724 

NO  UAf A  54*  71575  436  49749 

COMMUNITY  rvPE; 

URBAN  5*36  678697  4723  534939 

SUBURBAN  1/395  L579153  U408  1365005 

RURAL  '3*7  10594B0  6676  901905 

KG  JATA  0  0  0  0 


N 

N 

H 

N 

N 

2421 

515481 

24017 

2774417 

2289 

1262 

2T6417 

11898 

1388709 

1188 

1159 

239064 

121 19 

1385707 

1101 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

978 

193457 

4953 

532141 

A  A  9 

934 

206570 

10546 

1256729 

835 

245 

61447 

5706 

658567 

264 

54008 

2812 

326980 

368 

1421 

350C91 

1 72 16 

21 50750 

424 

63207 

3189 

346437 

410 

18 

2497 

348 

35950 

13 

58 

9395 

215 

24741 

50 

286 

36218 

1757 

108982 

292 

72 

11302 

304 

26421 

76 

120 

18158 

893 

70878 

112 

22 

4612 

95 

10257 

3 

2327 

493840 

20913 

24  9622  3 

2204 

30 

13702 

762 

81637 

30 

64 

7939 

2342 

196557 

55 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

402 

65169 

5558 

666271 

406 

588 

123726 

6976 

805400 

559 

967 

207109 

7235 

859362 

886 

464 

99477 

4248 

443383 

438 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1279 

276827 

7927 

916263 

1138 

291 

64417 

9629 

1084730 

247 

739 

152411 

6301 

755703 

659 

112 

21826 

160 

17721 

245 

713 

143759 

5139 

544344 

681 

967 

214148 

11985 

1359508 

917 

721 

157575 

6693 

870565 

691 

0 

C 

0 

0 

0 

2o 

SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 
N 

515481 


276417 
239064 
0 


130907 
142342 
41980 
200251 


30933 
82122 
1419 
14828 
38910 
13711 
17949 
609 


497183 
13051 
5247 
0 


97006 
126824 
184285 
107366 
0 


189612 
42848 
100712 
182110 


156133 
212306 
147042 
0 
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Table  3-2 


PERCENTAGE  OF  CASES  BY  DEMOGRAPHICS  AND  COHORT  GROUPS 


E 

ALE 
UATA 


DIE 

H 

DATA 


n 

:k 

Ml-  AMERICAN 
UCAN  INDIAN 
[CAN- AMERICAN 
ITO  RICAN 
!R  HISPANIC 
I  AT  A 

wii 

ic 

mi 

IOLIC 
I  AT  A 

H1C  RECIUNl 

HE  AST 

H  CENTRAL 

H 

ATA 

LUMS 

feAL 

EMIC 

IIONAL 

ATA 

fV  TVPEt 
4 


ALL 
SOPHOMORES 


SAMPLE  MEICHTEO 


L 

IT  A 


100.0 


49.6 
$0.4 
0.0 


24.3 
46.9 
24.3 
4.4 


71.1 
13.6 
1.3 
1.0 
7.6 
1.3 
3.7 
0.4 


67.7 
2.9 
9.4 
0.0 


21.6 
29.1 
31.1 
17.6 
0.0 


44.0 
34.0 
19.0 
2.2 


21.5 
49.1 
29.3 
0.0 


N 

100.0 


50.5 
49.5 
0.0 


23.7 
47.9 
23.9 
4.4 


76.3 
13.1 
1.0 
1.0 
4.4 
Ul 
2.6 
0.4 


91.1 
2.8 
6.1 
0.0 


21.8 
26.6 
33.2 
16.3 
0.0 


45.0 
31.9 
21.0 
2.2 


20.5 
47.6 
31.9 
0.0 


SOPHOMORES  WHO 
STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


SAMPLE  HEIGHTEO 
N  N 


100.0 


49.3 
50.7 
0.0 


22.6 
47.8 
26.0 
3.7 


72.5 
13.1 
1.4 
0.9 
7.2 
1.2 
3.5 
0.3 


22.1 
29.6 
30.9 
17.4 
0.0 


43.0 
36.4 
18.7 
1.9 


20.7 
50.0 
29.3 
0.0 


100.0 


49.9 
50.1 
0.0 


21.2 
49.4 
26.1 
3.3 


77.9 
12.6 
1.2 
0.9 
3.9 
0.9 
2.4 
0.3 


22.8 
29.5 
32.0 
15.8 
0.0 


43.4 
35.4 
19.4 
1.8 


19.1 
48.7 
32.2 
0.0 


SOPHOMORES  WHO 
OROPPEO  OUT 


SAMPLE  HEIGHTEO 
N  N 


100.0 


52.1 
47.9 

o.d 


40.4 
38.6 
10. 1 
10.9 


58.7 
17.5 
0.7 
2.4 
11.8 
3.0 
5.0 
0.9 


100.0 


53.6 
46.4 
0.0 


37.5 
40.1 
11.9 
10.5 


67.9 
16.1 
0.5 
1.8 
7.0 
2.2 
3.5 
0.9 


16.6 
24.3 
39.9 
19.2 
0.0 


52.8 
12.0 
30.5 
4.6 


29.5 
40.8 
29.8 
0.0 


16.5 
24.0 
40.2 
19.3 
0.0 


53.7 
12.5 
29.6 
4.2 


27.9 
41.5 
30.6 
0.0 


1982 
SENIORS 


SAMPLE  HEIGHTEO 
N  N 


100.0 


49.5 
50.5 
0.0 


20.6 
43.9 
23.8 
11.7 


71.7 
13.3 
1.4 
0.9 
7.3 
1.3 
3.7 
0.4 


33.0 
40.1 
26.2 
0.7 


21.4 
49.9 
28.7 
0.0 


100.0 


50.1 
49.0 
0.0 


19.2 
45.3 
23.7 
11.8 


77.5 
12.5 
1.3 
0.9 
3.9 
1.0 
2.6 
0.4 


06.9 
3.0 
10.1 

90.2 

96.1 

95.  B 

87.1 

90.0 

2.8 
6.9 

1.2 
2.6 

2.7 
1.5 

3.2 
9.8 

2.9 
7.1 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

33.0 
39.1 
27.2 
0.6 


19.6 
49.0 
31.4 
0.0 


1982 
OROPOUTS 


SAMPLE 
N 

100.0 


51.9 
48.1 
0.0 


30.5 
36.5 
8.9 
16.1 


58.1 
17.9 
0.6 
2.2 
12.8 
3.4 
4.9 
0.1 


96.3 
1.3 
2.4 
0.0 


49.7 
10.8 
28.8 
10.7 


29.8 
40.1 
30.2 
0.0 


HEIGHTEO 
N 

100.0 


53.6 
46.4 
0.0 


25.4 
27.6 
8.1 
38.8 


67.1 
15.9 
0.3 
2.9 
7.5 
2.7 
3.5 
0.1 


96.5 
2.5 
1.0 
0.0 


23.1 

24.0 

17.7 

18.8 

29.0 

29.0 

24.4 

24.6 

30.1 

31.0 

38.7 

35.8 

17.7 

16.0 

19.1 

20.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

36.8 
8.3 
19.5 
35.3 


30.3 
41.2 
28.5 
0.0 
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Table  3-3  shows  the  number  of  cases  in  the  panel  data  base.  This 
population  includes  only  those  individuals  who  remained  in  the  same 
school  and  were  surveyed  as  both  sophomores  and  seniors.    Table  3-4  shows 
the  parallel  breakouts  in  terms  of  percentages.    What  is  of  interest  here 
is  how  similar  the  panel  demographics  are  to  the  parallel  non-panel  data. 
Inspection  of  the  corresponding  "all  sophomore"  columns  in  Tables  3-2  and 
3-4  shows  that  there  is  little  difference  in  the  demographic  makeup  of 
the  panel  and  non-panel  sample.    The  only  difference  (albeit  slight)  is 
in  the  percent  of  "no  data"  responses  to  the  race  question.    The  panel 
data  resolved  the  Hispanic  racial  classification  by  classifying  students 
as  Hispanic  if  they  responded  as  Hispanics  in  the  base  year  or  they  were 
"nonresponses"  and  then  subsequently  reported  themselves  as  Hispanic  or 
as  being  Black  and  Hispanic  as  seniors.    A  more  detailed  description  of 
the  ethnic  group  definitions  is  presented  in  Appendix  B. 

Inspection  of  Table  3-4,  the  panel  data  in  terms  of  percentages, 
suggests  that  the  "dropouts"  tend  to  be  overrepresented  by  individuals 
who  may  be  characterized  by  one  or  more  of  the  following  demographics- 
lower  socioeconomic  class,  Black  or  Hispanic,  attend  public  schools  in 
urban  areas  in  the  South  or  West,  and  report  being  in  the  general  or 
vocational  curriculum.    There  are  proportionately  fewer  dropouts  in  the 
Catholic  schools  than  either  the  public  or  the  private,  non-Catholic 
schools.    Among  the  larger  ethnic  groups  there  seems  to  be  a  propor- 
tionately greater  number  of  Hispanic  students  dropping  out  than  either 
Black  or  White  students . 

To  summarize,  it  is  estimated  that  there  were  about  3.8  million 
sophomores  enrolled  in  United  States  schools  in  spring  1980.    This  study 
is  based  on  the  2.8  million  who  remained  in  the  same  school  through 
spring  1982  and  the  0.5  million  who  dropped  out  of  school  by  spring  1982. 
It  does  not  include  the  approximately  0.5  million  1980  sophomores  who 
either  transferred  to  another  school  between  those  two  dates  or  who 
graduated  early. 

B.     STUDENT  BACKGROUND  AND  FAMILY  INFLUENCES 

This  section  contains  information  about  the  students '  background  and 
family.    It  covers  students'  age,  limiting  physical  conditions,  years 
lived  in  the  United  States,  early  learning  experiences,  frequency  of 
changing  schools,  being  kept  back  in  school,  and  integration  in  schools 
before  entering  high  school.    It  also  covers  household  structure,  number 
of  siblings,  years  that  parents  lived  in  the  United  States,  parental 
occupation  and  education,  maternal  employment,  parental  monitoring  of 
student's  educational  progress,  parental  involvement  in  the  schools,  and 
the  availability  of  non-school  learning  and  study  aids  in  the  home. 

In  the  tables  in  this  and  succeeding  chapters,  the  sample  sizes  vary 
due  to  differential  response  rates  for  the  various  questionnaire  items. 
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Table  3-3 


W*«ER  OF  CASES  IN  LONGITUDINAL  SAMPLE 


1980 
SOPHOMORES 


1982 
SENIORS 


1982 
DROPOUTS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 

mLE 

FEMALE 
NO  DATA 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 
NO  DATA 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
NO  DATA 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 
NO  DATA 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 
NO  DATA 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 
NO  DATA 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 
NO  DATA 


SAMPLE 
N 

24139 


5835 
11381 
5910 
1013 


17256 
3254 
313 
239 
1841 
317 
880 
39 


21129 
705 
2305 
0 


5231 
7047 
7678 
4183 
0 


8496 
9159 
6304 
180 


5145 
11825 
7169 
0 


WEIGHTED 
N 

3334056 


11897  1683212 
12242  1650844 
0  0 


790686 
1607951 
792008 
143411 


2554881 
439438 
34752 
33365 
145308 
36322 
85541 
4450 


3035506 
95091 
203459 
0 


729384 
959734 
1108458 
536479 
0 


1236425 
1161037 
910931 
25662 


673361 
1578992 
1081703 
0 


SAMPLE 
N 

21991 


4953 
10546 
5706 
786 


15984 
2876 
300 
194 
1576 
249 
775 
37 


19064 
676 
2251 
0 


4864 
6518 
6831 
3778 
0 


WEIGHTED 
N 

2818>75 


10785  1406795 
11206  1411780 
0  0 


594897 
1399792 
731768 
92118 


2199253 
356024 
32761 
24725 
109050 
24802 
67888 
4071 


2542996 
79846 
195733 
0 


641514 
834584 
905073 
437404 
0 


7208  927308 

9000  1120697 

5647  754006 

136  16563 


4529  535046 

10958  1367598 

6504  915931 

0  0 


SAMPLE 
N 

2148 


1112 
1036 
0 


862 
835 
204 
227 


1272 
378 
13 
45 
265 
68 
105 
2 


2065 
29 
54 
0 


367 
529 
847 
405 
0 


1288 
159 
657 
44 


616 

r_7 

665 
0 


WEIGHTED 
N 

515481 


276417 
239064 
0 


195790 
208159 
60239 
51293 


355628 
83414 
1991 
8640 
36258 
11519 
17653 
379 


492510 
15245 
7726 
0 


87871 
125150 
203385 

99075 
0 


309117 
40340 
156925 
9099 


138315 
211394 
165772 
0 
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Table  3-4 


TOTAL 

SEXX 
MALE 
FEMALE 
NU  OATA 

SES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 
NO  DATA 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RiCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
NO  DATA 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 
NO  OATA 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 
NO  OATA 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 
NO  OATA 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 
NO  DATA 


PERCENTAGES  OF  CASES  IN  LONGITUDINAL  SAMPLE 


1980 
SOPHOMORES 


1982 
SENIORS 


1982 
OROPOUTS 


SAMPLE 
N 

100.0 


WEIGHTEO 
N 

100.0 


SAMPLE 
N 

100.0 


WEIGHTEO 
N 

100.0 


SAMPLE 
N 

100.0 


WEIGHTEO 
N 

100.0 


49.3 
50.7 
0.0 


50.5 
49.5 
0.0 


49.0 
51.0 
0.0 


49.9 
50.  1 
0.0 


51.8 
48.2 
0.0 


53.6 
46.4 
0.0 


24.2  23.7 

47.1  4B.2 

24.5  23.8 

4.2  4.3 


22.5  21.1 

48.0  49.7 

25.9  26.0 

3.6  3.3 


41.1  38.0 

38.9  40.4 

9.5  11.7 

10.6  10.0 


71.5  76.6  72.7 

13.5  13.2  13.1 

1.3  1.0  1.4 

1.0  1.0  0.9 

7.6  4.4  7.2 

1.3  1.1  1.1 

3.6  2.6  3.5 

0.2  0.1  0.2 


78.0  59.2  69.0 

12.6  17.6  16.2 

1.2  0.6  0.4 

0.9  2.1  1.7 

3.9  12.3  7.0 

0.9  3.2  2.2 

2.4  4.9  3.4 

0.1  0.1  0.1 


87.5  91.0 

2.9  2.9 

9.5  6.1 

0.0  0.0 


86.7  90.2 

3.1  2.8 

10.2  6.9 

0.0  0.0 


96.1  95.5 

1.4  3.0 

2.5  1.5 
0.0  0.0 


21.7  21.9 

29.2  28.8 

31.8  33.2 

17.3  16.1 
0.0  0.0 


22.1  22.8 

29.6  29.6 

31.1  32.1 

17.2  15.5 
0.0  0.0 


17.1  17.0 

24.6  24.3 

39.4  39.5 

18.9  19.2 

0.0  0.0 


43.8  45.0 

34.3  31.9 

19.7  20.9 

2.1  2.2 


42.9  43.3 

36.6  35.5 

18.6  19.4 
1.9  1.7 


53.0  53.9 

11.5  12.2 

30.7  29.4 

4.8  4.5 


21.3 
49.0 
29.7 
0.0 


20.2 
47.4 
32.4 
0.0 
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20.6 
49.8 
29.6 
0.0 


19.0 
48.5 
32.5 
0.0 


28.7 
40.4 
31.0 
0.0 


26.8 
41.0 
32.2 
0.0 
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1.  Age 


As  can  be  seen  in  Table  3-5,  the  average  age  of  the  sophomores  in 
1980  was  15.56  years.    Sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  until  the  senior 
follow-up  were  slightly  younger  (15.50),  while  sophomores  who  later  became 
dropouts  were  significantly  older  (15.95).    Females  were  somewhat  younger 
than  males,  low  SES  students  and  minorities  tended  to  be  somewhat  older 
than  middle  and  high  SES  students  and  Whites. 

2.  Limiting  Physical  Conditions 

The  students  were  asked  if  they  had  a  physical  condition  that  limits 
work  on  a  job  or  chances  for  more  education.     In  1980,  8.3  percent  of  the 
sophomores  indicated  that  this  was  the  case.    There  was  a  significant 
difference  (see  Table  3-6)  between  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  (7.6 
percent  replied  yes)  and  those  who  became  dropouts  (12.4  percent  replied 
yes).    Public  schools  had  more  students  with  physical  limitations  than  did 
private  and  Catholic  schools.    This  question  was  repeated  in  1982  (see 
Table  3-7).    At  that  time  8.1  percent  of  the  seniors  reported  having  a 
limiting  condition.    This  is  a  small  but  statistically  significant  increase 
in  the  occurrence  of  physical  limitations  among  these  students  between  their 
sophomore  and  senior  years.    The  increase  was  significant  for  high  SES 
students,  Whites,  and  academic  curriculum  students. 

3.  Years  in  the  United  States 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  how  much  of  their  lives  they  had  spent 
in  the  United  States.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  3-8.    The  scale  ranges 
from  1  *  1  to  5  years  to  4  °  all  or  almost  all  of  my  life.    As  can  be  seen, 
the  typical  student  spent  most  of  her/his  life  in  the  United  States. 
However,  sophomores  who  later  became  dropouts  had  spent  less  of  their  lives 
in  the  United  States  than  sophomores  who  remained  in  school.    Asian -American 
students  had,  on  the  average,  spent  less  time  in  the  United  States  than  any 
other  racial/ethnic  group. 

4.  Early  Learning 

Two  questions  were  asked  about  early  learning  opportunities:     (1)  if 
someone  at  home  read  to  the  student  as  a  preschooler,  and  (2)  whether  or  not 
the  student  attended  kindergarten. 

The  responses  to  the  question  about  being  read  to  are  summarized  in 
Table  3-9.    The  scale  ranges  from  1  ■  never  to  5  a  every  day.    The  mean 
of  3.80  indicates  that  the  typical  sophomore  was  read  to  as  a  preschooler 
three  or  four  times  a  month  (or  about  once  a  week).    Students  who  later 
became  dropouts  reported  being  read  to  less  often  than  students  who 
remained  in  school.    High  SES  students,  females,  Whites,  private  school 
students,  and  students  in  the  academic  curriculum  reported  being  read  to 
more  often  as  preschoolers  than  did  other  students. 


Table  3-5 

A6E 

ALL  S0PH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
HHP  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  OROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


eiun 

DArir 

urn 

SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

HTD 

u 

U 
Ti 

MP  AM 

o « u « 

M 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

TOTAL 

23463 

JOB  7 

15. 56 

A  7 
0.  / 

CDJU 

15.50 

0.6 

2117 

457 

15.95 

0.9 

SEX: 

16.05 

MALE 

1 1  AA7 

imvf 

ie 

19*Dt 

0  7 

1014? 

1291 

15.56 

0.6 

1065 

238 

0.9 

FEMALE 

12056 

1  CCQ 

1  5  AO 

U.O 

11  AAA 

1339 

15.43 

0.6 

1052 

220 

15.84 

0.8 

SES: 

177 

16.03 

LOW 

5606 

719 

15.70 

0.8 

4721 

542 

15.60 

0.7 

685 

a  a 

U  •  7 

MIDDLE 

licet 

151 A 

15  53 

0.6 

10375 

1324 

15.48 

0.6 

852 

192 

15.85 

0.8 

HIGH 

5  92  3 

"7X.fl 

U.O 

709 
rue 

15.43 

0.5 

228 

56 

15.97 

0.8 

RACE: 

15.86 

0.8 

WHITE 

17064 

2410 

15.52 

0.6 

15767 

2086 

15.47 

0.6 

1297 

324 

BLACK 

2957 

374 

15.71 

0.8 

2617 

307 

15.60 

0.8 

340 

66 

16.22 

0.9 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

316 

33 

15.66 

1.0 

299 

31 

15.60 

0.9 

17 

2 

16.47 

1.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

237 

31 

15.83 

0.8 

187 

23 

15.65 

0.7 

50 

8 

16.32 

1.0 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1695 

125 

15.73 

0.8 

1459 

95 

15.63 

0.7 

236 

30 

16.06 

1.0 

PUERTO  RICAN 

297 

32 

15.68 

0.9 

235 

22 

15.46 

0.7 

62 

10 

16.19 

0.9 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

833 

76 

15.64 

0.7 

727 

60 

15.56 

0.6 

106 

16 

15.94 

0.8 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

436 

15.95 

PUBLIC 

20507 

2801 

15.58 

0.7 

18475 

2365 

15.51 

0.6 

2032 

0.9 

PRIVATE 

703 

89 

15.51 

0.6 

674 

76 

15.41 

0.6 

29 

13 

16.04 

0.8 

CATHOLIC 

2253 

197 

15.38 

0.5 

2197 

189 

15.37 

0.5 

56 

8 

15.85 

0.8 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

359 

77 

16.07 

NORTHEAST 

5207 

691 

15.50 

0.7 

4848 

615 

15.43 

0.6 

1.0 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6751 

880 

15.56 

0.6 

6251 

773 

15.52 

0.6 

500 

108 

15.87 

0.8 

SOUTH 

7280 

997 

15.63 

0.7 

6437 

815 

15.54 

0.7 

843 

181 

16.03 

0.9 

HE  ST 

4225 

519 

15.53 

0.7 

3810 

427 

15.47 

0.6 

415 

92 

15.80 

0.8 

CURRICULUM: 

1150 

249 

15.90 

0.8 

GENERAL 

10316 

1388 

15.59 

0.7 

9166 

1139 

15.52 

0.6 

ACADEMIC 

8244 

1018 

15.44 

0.6 

7977 

956 

15.41 

0.5 

267 

61 

15.85 

0.8 

VOCATIONAL 

4446 

621 

15.69 

0.8 

3836 

491 

15.59 

0.7 

610 

130 

16.07 

0.9 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

599 

123 

15.99 

URBAN 

4919 

616 

15.62 

0.7 

4320 

492 

15.52 

0.6 

0.9 

SUBURBAN 

11596 

1473 

15.52 

0.6 

10722 

1282 

15.46 

0.6 

874 

190 

15.89 

0.8 

RURAL 

6948 

999 

15.60 

0.7 

6304 

855 

15.53 

0.6 

644 

144 

15.99 

0.8 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.45* 


0.49* 
0.41» 


0.44* 
0.37* 
0.53* 


39* 
62* 
86 
,67* 
,43* 
.72* 
.37* 


0.44* 

0.63 

0.49* 


0.64* 
0.35* 
0.49* 
0.33* 


0.37* 
0.44* 
0.46* 


0.47* 
0.43* 
0.46* 


EFFECT 

size 

0.71 


0.73 
0.68 


0.60 
0.62 
0.95 


67 
80 
94 
86 
55 
94 
56 


0.68 
1.08 
0.94 


1.05 
0.57 
0.71 
0.52 


0.56 
0.80 
0.67 


0.68 
0.70 
0.71 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-6 


DO  YOU  HAVE  A  PHYSICAL  COWITION  THAT  LIHITS  WORK  ON  A  JOB  Of?  CHANCES  FOR  MORE  EDUCATION* 

C PERCENT  YES) 

ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPH  CHORES 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN*  AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COmUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 

23422 


11410 
12012 


5636 
11161 
5912 


16967 
3019 
311 
228 
1693 
306 
839 


20505 
686 

2229 


5206 
6683 
7359 
4174 


10261 
6210 
4508 


4695 

11590 
6937 


WTD 

N 

3091 


1534 
1556 


727 
1510 
759 


2398 
385 
33 
30 
128 
33 
77 


2808 
88 
195 


692 
871 
1014 
513 


1366 
1014 
632 


616 
1476 
998 


PERCENT 
8.3 


9.4 
7.2 


11.5 
7.2 
6.4 


7.0 
12.4 
12.2 
15.3 
11.1 
18.4 
13.6 


8.6 
5.7 
4.9 


7.3 
7.8 
8.9 
9.1 


8.1 
5.6 
12.2 


9.2 
7.5 
8.9 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
WTIL  SENIOR  FDLLOHUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOUUP 


SAMP 
N 

21297 


10325 
10972 


4746 
10307 
5683 


15681 
2662 
294 
180 
1455 
242 
733 


18463 
660 

2174 


4839 
6186 
6502 
3770 


9114 
7947 
3877 


4285 
10719 
6293 


WTO 

SAMP 

urn 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

11 
n 

rCKI*CNl 

2631 

7.6 

2125 

460 

12.4 

1293 

8.4 

1085 

ctl 

1338 

6.7 

1040 

91  A 

10.  z 

549 

10.6 

890 

178 

14.3 

1317 

6.9 

854 

17J 

701 

5.7 

ccv 

KA 

1 A  V 

14.3 

2077 

6.4 

1286 

321 

11.1 

315 

11.9 

357 

69 

14.4 

31 

12.9 

17 

2 

2.8 

22 

15.8 

48 

8 

13.7 

97 

10.5 

238 

31 

12.8 

23 

14.6 

64 

10 

26.9 

61 

11.6 

106 

16 

21.5 

2369 

7.8 

2042 

439 

12.7 

75 

5.1 

28 

13 

8.9 

187 

5.0 

55 

*  7 

0.5 

615 

6.4 

367 

78 

14.8 

764 

7.4 

497 

107 

10.7 

830 

8.5 

857 

184 

10.9 

4&3 

7.8 

404 

91 

15.2 

1136 

7.6 

1147 

251 

10.4 

955 

5.3 

263 

59 

10.7 

499 

11.3 

631 

133 

15.9 

491 

7.8 

610 

125 

14.7 

1285 

6.9 

871 

191 

11.4 

854 

8.5 

644 

144 

11.6 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

4.8* 


5.9* 
3.5* 


3.7* 

2.7 

8.5* 


4.7* 

2.4 
-10.1 
-2.1 

2.3 
12.3 

9.9 


4.8* 
3.7 
-4.5 


8.4* 
3.3 
2.4 
7.4* 


2.9* 
5.3* 
4.7* 


6.9* 
4.5* 
3.2 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  XS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-7 


DO  YOU  HAVE  A  PHYSICAL  CONDITION  THAT  UNITS  WORK  ON  A  JOB  OH  CHANCES  FOR  WORE  EDUCATION? 

(PERCENT  YES) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


16364 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2371933 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
HHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

7.3 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
0.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

0.7* 


SEX  5 
HALE 
FEMALE 


6687 
9677 


1143067 
1226866 


6.1 
6.6 


9.0 

7.2 


0.8 
0.6 


SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


3665 
9010 
5066 


466984 
1201920 
650867 


10.2 
6.8 
5.7 


10.3 
7.5 
7.3 


0.2 
0.7 
1.5* 


RACE* 

WHITE  13996  1928626 

BLACK  2034  246096 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  247  26754 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  138  17792 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1095  76794 

PUERTO  RICAN  200  19161 

OTHER  HISPANIC  630  54084 


6.4 
11.7 
12.9 
14.3 
10.6 
10.9 
10.1 


7.4 
11.6 
10.2 
11.0 

9.2 
10.7 
10.2 


1.1* 
-0.1 
-2.7 
-3.3 
-1.4 
-0.2 

0.1 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
*  PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


15793 
606 
1965 


4409 
5540 
5265 
3150 


5880 
7915 
4476 


3564 
9261 
5519 


2129043 
70179 
172711 


563155 
718584 
695544 
374650 


766160 
967466 
606356 


426395 
1154172 
791365 


7.6 
4.7 
5.2 


0.3 
7.4 
6.0 
7.6 


6.3 

5.2 
9.5 


7.3 
6.7 
6.3 


6.3 
7.6 
5.6 


7.2 
8.0 
9.1 
7.5 


9.3 
6.7 
8.7 


7.7 
7.6 
9.0 


0.7 
3.0 
0.6 


0.9 
0.6 
1.2 
-0.0 


1.1 
1.5* 
-0.7 


0.4 
0.9 
0.7 
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Table  3-8 


HON  MUCH  DF  YOU?  LIFE  HAVE  YOU  SPENT  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES* 
C 1=1  TO  5  YEARS;  4= ALL  OR  ALHOST  ALL) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES- I960 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 

urn 

M 

»>  •  U 

TOTAL 

24669 

3271 

3.90 

SEX  s 

HALE 

1  9909 

3.  91 

0.4 

FEMALE 

12597 

1628 

1  OA 

A  A. 
0 

SESt 

LOM 

6046 

777 

3.66 

0.5 

HIODLE 

11725 

1570 

X  ox 

A  A. 

HIGH 

6140 

766 

3.92 

0.4 

RACE: 

WHITE 

17766 

2509 

3.95 

0.3 

BLACK 

3318 

422 

3.86 

0.5 

AS I AN- AMERICAN 

325 

34 

2.83 

1.3 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

256 

33 

3.86 

0.5 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1681 

143 

3.78 

0.7 

PUERTO  RICAN 

329 

36 

3.53 

0.9 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

910 

85 

3.63 

0.8 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

21825 

2978 

3.90 

0.4 

PRIVATE 

719 

91 

3.87 

0.5 

CATHOLIC 

2345 

202 

3*93 

0.4 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5392 

715 

3.89 

0.5 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7202 

952 

3.95 

0.3 

SOUTH 

7917 

1086 

3.89 

0.4 

NEST 

4378 

536 

3.86 

0.5 

CURRICULUM: 

6ENERAL 

10971 

1477 

3.92 

0.4 

ACADEMIC 

6525 

1050 

3.90 

0.4 

VOCATIONAL 

4865 

679 

3.66 

0.5 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

5295 

659 

3.83 

0.6 

SUBURBAN 

12253 

1560 

3.91 

0.4 

RURAL 

7341 

1052 

3.95 

0.3 

SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 

N 


22553  2773 


11084  1379 
11469  1394 


5094  586 
10805  1375 
5696  727 


MEAN 
3.91 


3.92 
3.91 


3.87 
3.93 
3.92 


S.D. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


16402 

2167 

3.95 

0.3 

2921 

344 

3.87 

0.5 

307 

32 

2.64 

1.3 

201 

24 

3.89 

0.4 

1601 

107 

3.81 

0.6 

261 

25 

3.57 

0.8 

793 

67 

3.68 

0.8 

19578 

2501 

3.91 

0.4 

691 

79 

3.66 

0.5 

2284 

194 

3.93 

0.4 

5002 

633 

3.90 

0.5 

6643 

814 

3.96 

0.3 

6981 

866 

3.90 

0.4 

3927 

439 

3.87 

0.5 

9722 

1206 

3.92 

0.4 

8243 

957 

3.91 

0.4 

4181 

534 

3.89 

0.5 

4626 

524 

3.84 

0.6 

11293 

1353 

3.92 

0.4 

6634 

896 

3.95 

0.3 

DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTD 

MINUS 

EFFEC1 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

2336 

498 

3.66 

0.5 

-0.06* 

-0.13 

1208 

264 

3.66 

0.5 

-0.06 

-0.15 

1128 

234 

3.66 

0.5 

-0.05 

-0.11 

952 

189 

3.84 

0.6 

-0.03 

-0.06 

920 

205 

3.89 

0.5 

-0.04 

-0.12 

244 

61 

3.86 

0.5 

-0.06 

-0.15 

1384 

342 

3.93 

0.4 

-0.02 

-0.08 

397 

78 

3.83 

0.5 

-0.04 

-0.07 

18 

2 

2.63 

1.1 

-0.22 

-0.17 

55 

9 

3.75 

0.7 

-0.14 

-0.29 

280 

35 

3.68 

0.8 

-0.13 

-0.20 

68 

11 

3.43 

1.0 

-0.13 

-0.15 

117 

18 

3.46 

1.0 

-0.22 

-0.27 

2247 

477 

3.66 

0.5 

-0.05* 

-0.12 

28 

13 

3.76 

0.7 

-0.13 

-0.27 

61 

8 

3.91 

0.4 

-0.02 

-0.06 

390 

82 

3.66 

0.5 

-0.03 

-0.07 

559 

118 

3.91 

0.4 

-0.05 

-0.17 

936 

200 

3.85 

0.5 

-0.05 

-0.11 

451 

97 

3.80 

0.7 

-0.07 

-0.14 

1249 

270 

3.90 

0.4 

-0.02 

-0.06 

282 

63 

3.74 

0.8 

-0.17 

-0.36 

704 

145 

3.84 

0.6 

-0.05 

-0.11 

669 

135 

3.79 

0.7 

-0.05 

-0.08 

960 

207 

3.86 

0.5 

-0.06 

-0.14 

707 

155 

3.92 

0.4 

-0.04 

-0.12 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-9 


DID  ANYONE  AT  HOME  READ  TO  YOU  HHEN  YOU  MERE  YOUNG  BEFORE  YOU  STARTED  SCHOOL? 

(1-NEVER;  5=EVERY  DAY) 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

MID 

MINUS 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

5.D. 

u 

Ti 

ti 

MB  III 

ncAN 

TOTAL 

15228 

2010 

3*80 

1.1 

14021 

1745 

3.82 

1.1 

1207 

266 

3.67 

1.3 

—  A   1 A 

SEX* 

-0.16 

MALE 

7334 

980 

3*58 

1.2 

6718 

842 

V  A1 

3.61 

1  i 

1.1 

olo 

JJO 

3.44 

A 

FEMALE 

7894 

1031 

4*01 

1.0 

7303 

903 

4.02 

1.0 

591 

127 

3.  91 

1  9 

1  *  z 

.A    1 9 

-u.  1Z 

SES* 

-0.11 

LOU 

3042 

394 

3.44 

1.3 

2578 

300 

3.46 

1.3 

464 

94 

3.35 

1.3 

M1DDUE 

7418 

1006 

3*83 

1.1 

6885 

883 

v  at 
3.B3 

1  A 

1Z3 

A.J 

-0.01 

HIGH 

4463 

573 

4*03 

0.9 

4307 

534 

A  A1 

A  B 

190 

Aft 

1  9 

l.Z 

RACE* 

3.76 

-0.12 

WHITE 

11544 

1617 

3.87 

1.0 

10787 

1426 

3.68 

1.0 

757 

191 

1.3 

BLACK 

1746 

218 

3.66 

1.3 

1541 

179 

3.71 

1.2 

205 

39 

3.47 

1.4 

-0.24 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

167 

17 

3.58 

1.3 

163 

16 

3.56 

1.3 

4 

1 

4.22 

1.1 

0.67 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

153 

20 

3.29 

1.4 

124 

16 

3.31 

1.3 

29 

5 

3.23 

1.5 

-0.08 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

918 

69 

3.25 

1.4 

790 

53 

3.21 

1.4 

128 

16 

3.38 

1.5 

0.17 

PUERTO  RICAN 

160 

18 

3.13 

1.4 

134 

13 

3.07 

1.4 

26 

4 

3.33 

1.2 

0.26 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

508 

48 

3.58 

1.3 

454 

39 

3.64 

1.2 

54 

9 

3.34 

1.3 

-0.30 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

3.66 

-0.16 

PUBLIC 

13208 

1816 

3.79 

1.1 

12040 

1559 

3.81 

1.1 

1168 

257 

1.3 

PRIVATE 

547 

65 

3.97 

1.0 

534 

59 

3.97 

1.0 

13 

6 

4.01 

0.9 

0.04 

CATHOLIC 

1473 

130 

3.86 

1.0 

1447 

127 

3.86 

1.0 

26 

2 

3.89 

0.6 

0.03 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

-0.08 

NORTHEAST 

3374 

447 

3.87 

1.1 

3195 

409 

3.87 

1.1 

179 

38 

3.79 

1.3 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

4479 

578 

3.80 

1.1 

4193 

519 

3.82 

1.0 

286 

59 

3.56 

1.3 

-0.26 

SOUTH 

4582 

630 

3.77 

1.1 

4097 

522 

3.79 

1.1 

485 

108 

3.71 

1.3 

-0.08 

WEST 

2793 

356 

3.78 

1.2 

2536 

295 

3.82 

1.1 

257 

61 

3.62 

1.3 

-0.20 

CURRICULUM: 

3.64 

-0.12 

GENERAL 

6347 

861 

3.74 

1.1 

5711 

719 

3.76 

1.1 

636 

142 

1.3 

ACADEMIC 

5933 

739 

3.97 

1.0 

5766 

700 

3.96 

1.0 

167 

39 

4.06 

1.1 

0.09 

VOCATIONAL 

2703 

377 

3.65 

1.2 

2348 

302 

3.68 

1.2 

355 

75 

3.57 

1.4 

-0.11 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

-0.10 

URBAN 

3032 

382 

3.78 

1.2 

2686 

312 

3.79 

1.1 

346 

70 

3.70 

1.3 

SUBURBAN 

7727 

983 

3.83 

1.1 

7235 

873 

3.85 

1.0 

492 

110 

3.63 

1.4 

-0.23 

RURAL 

4469 

646 

3.78 

1.1 

4100 

560 

3.79 

1.1 

369 

86 

3.69 

1.3 

-0.10 

EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.14 


-0.14 
-0.12 


-0.09 
-0.01 
0.04 


-0.12 

-0.19 
0.52 

-0.06 
0.12 
0.18 

-0.23 


-0.14 
0.04 
0.03 


-0.07 
-0.25 
-0.07 
-0.17 


-0.11 
0.09 
-0.09 


-0.08 
-0.21 
-0.09 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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As  can  be  seen  in  Table  3-10,  85.3  percent  of  the  sophomores  reported 
that  they  attended  kindergarten.    This  includes  87.0  percent  of  the 
students  who  remained  in  school  but  only  76.1  percent  of  the  dropouts,  a 
significant  difference.    High  SES  students,  Whites,  students  in  nonpublic 
schools,  students  in  the  academic  curriculum,  and  students  living  outside 
of  the  South  were  more  likely  to  have  attended  kindergarten  than  other 
groups  of  students. 

5.  Changing  Schools 

The  sophomores  were  asked  how  many  times  since  fifth  grade  they  had 
changed  schools  because  the  family  had  moved.    The  results  are  summarized  in 
Table  3-11.    The  scale  ranges  from  0  -  never  to  3  -  3  or  more.    The  mean  for 
all  sophomores  was  0.59  moves.    However,  students  who  later  became  dropouts 
had  averaged  1.09  moves  while  those  who  remained  in  school  averaged  only  .50 
moves,  a  large  difference.    Minorityxstudents  averaged  more  moves  than 
Whites . 

6.  Repeating  a  Grade 

In  1982  the  seniors  were  asked  if,  before  high  school,  they  had  ever 
repeated  a  grade  or  been  held  back  a  term  in  school.    The  results  are  shown 
in  Table  3-12.    As  can  be  seen,  13.3  percent  of  the  seniors  had  repeated  a 
grade.    Repeating  was  more  common  among  males  than  females,  minorities  than 
Whites,  public  and  private  school  students  than  Catholic  school  students, 
and  students  in  the  general  and  vocational  curricula. 

7<     Integration  in  Schools  before  High  School 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  to  indicate  the  approximate  number  of 
Black  and  of  Hispanic  students  in  their  classes  in  first,  sixth,  and  ninth 
grade.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  3-13.    More  detailed  tables  may 
be  found  in  Appendix  C.    The  scale  used  ranges  from  1  =  none  to  5  =  all. 


Table  3-13 


All 
Sophomores 


Sophomores  Who 
Stayed  in  School 


Sophomores  Who 
Dropped  Out 


Blacks  in 


1st  grade 
6th  grade 
9th  grade 

Hispanic s  in 


1.72 
1.84 
2.05 


1.69 
1.80 
2.02 


1.91 
2.04 
2.26 


1st  grade 
6th  grade 
9th  grade 


1.51 
1.61 
1.81 


1.48 
1.58 
1.79 


1.65 
1.78 
1.93 
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Table  3-10 


DID  YOU  GO  TO  KINDERGARTEN  BEFORE  YOU  STARTED  THE  FIRST  GRADE? 

(PERCENT  YES) 


ALL  S0PH0M0RES-1980 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 

UNTIL 

SENIOR  FOLLOMJP 

BEFORE 

SENIOR 

FOLLOMUP 

SAMP 

MTU 

SAMP 

MTO 

SAMP 

MTO 

II 
n 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

TOTAL 

3293 

85.3 

2267Q 

2787 

87.0 

2378 

506 

76.1 

SEX: 

11 «z 

HALE 

12392 

1657 

85.2 

11161 

1368 

86.7 

1231 

270 

FEMALE 

12665 

1635 

85.4 

11518 

1399 

87.2 

1147 

236 

74.8 

9C9* 

69.1 

LOW 

6082 

782 

74.8 

5117 

590 

76.6 

965 

191 

MIDDLE 

11771 

1582 

86.2 

10848 

1379 

87.3 

923 

204 

70.7 

6140 

787 

94.5 

5903 

727 

95.3 

237 

60 

85.7 

WHITE 

17857 

2519 

86.3 

16452 

2173 

88.1 

1405 

34b 

75.1 

BLACK 

3383 

430 

82.2 

2967 

349 

82.5 

416 

81 

81.2 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

328 

35 

81.5 

311 

32 

81.4 

17 

2 

83.1 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

256 

33 

78.0 

200 

24 

80.5 

56 

9 

71.4 

MEXICAN- AMERIC.O 

1903 

143 

80.0 

1622 

108 

82.4 

281 

36 

72.5 

PUERTO  RICAN 

330 

36 

84.3 

259 

25 

88.3 

71 

11 

75.4 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

908 

84 

84.1 

794 

67 

86.4 

114 

17 

75.4 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

75.7 

PUBLIC 

21977 

2999 

84.6 

19691 

2514 

86.3 

2286 

485 

PRIVATE 

718 

91 

89.3 

689 

78 

90.5 

29 

13 

81.9 

CATHOLIC 

2362 

202 

94.4 

2299 

194 

94.5 

63 

8 

90.8 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5412 

720 

91.3 

5015 

636 

92.1 

397 

84 

85.3 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7299 

944 

93.8 

6720 

823 

94.6 

579 

122 

88.5 

SOUTH 

7950 

1093 

71.3 

7003 

889 

73.7 

947 

204 

61.2 

NEST 

4396 

536 

90.6 

3941 

439 

92.1 

455 

97 

83.7 

CURRICULUM: 

275 

76.3 

GENERAL 

11040 

1487 

84.2 

9771 

1212 

86.1 

1269 

ACADEMIC 

8548 

1052 

89.6 

8264 

989 

90.6 

284 

63 

72.8 

VOCATIONAL 

4945 

687 

81.3 

4226 

538 

82.6 

719 

148 

76.5 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

80.8 

URBAN 

5380 

670 

86.8 

4685 

531 

88.4 

695 

140 

SUBURBAN 

12309 

1567 

88.1 

11340 

1358 

89.6 

969 

209 

78.0 

RURAL 

7368 

1055 

80.2 

6654 

899 

82.1 

714 

157 

69.4 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

-10.9* 


-9.5* 
-12.4* 


-7.5* 
-8.3* 
-9.5* 


-12.9* 
-1.3 
1.6 
-9.1 
-9.9* 
-12.9 
-11.0* 


-10.6* 
-8.6 
-3.7 


-6.8* 
-6.1* 
-12.4* 
-8.4* 


-9.8* 
-17.9* 
-6.1* 


-7.7* 
-11.6* 
-12.8* 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-11 


HON  MANY  TIMES  HAVE  YOU  CHANGED  SCHOOLS  SINCE  5TH  GRADE  BECAUSE  FAMILY  MOVED? 

I 0=NEVER ;  3=3  OR  MORE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1960 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SOPHOMORES 
NHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 


SAMP 

HTD 

SAMP 

HTD 

SAMP 

HTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

24602 

3264 

0.59 

1.0 

22452 

2761 

0.50 

0.9 

2350 

503 

1.09 

1.2 

12220 

1637 

0.60 

1.0 

11011 

1371 

0.51 

0.9 

1209 

266 

1.06 

1.2 

12582 

1627 

0.59 

1.0 

11441 

1390 

0.50 

0.9 

1141 

237 

1.11 

1.2 

6006 

771 

0.70 

1.1 

5057 

564 

0.56 

1.0 

949 

187 

1.11 

1.2 

11653 

1567 

0.54 

0.9 

10739 

1365 

0.47 

0.9 

914 

203 

1.03 

1.2 

6106 

785 

0.56 

0.9 

5663 

724 

0.51 

0.9 

243 

61 

1.19 

1.2 

17709 

2500 

0.55 

1.0 

16312 

2156 

0.47 

0.9 

1397 

344 

1.09 

1.2 

3328 

424 

0.68 

1.0 

2922 

344 

0.61 

1.0 

406 

80 

0.96 

1.2 

322 

34 

0.86 

1.1 

304 

32 

0.78 

1.0 

18 

2 

1.85 

1.0 

250 

33 

0.99 

1.2 

194 

24 

0.77 

1.1 

56 

9 

1.54 

1.3 

1880 

142 

0.61 

1.0 

1609 

107 

0.52 

0.9 

271 

35 

0.89 

1.2 

329 

36 

0.83 

1.1 

260 

25 

0.74 

1.0 

69 

11 

1.06 

1.2 

693 

83 

0.60 

1.1 

779 

66 

0.66 

1.0 

114 

18 

1.31 

1.1 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.58* 


0.56* 
0.61* 


0.54* 
0.56* 
0.68* 


0.62* 

0.36* 

1.07* 

0.77 

0.36* 

0.32 

0.65* 


0.62 


0.59 
0.65 


0.54 
0.62 
0.76 


0.68 
0.36 
1.05 
0.69 
0.36 
0.30 
0.64 


PUBLIC 

PRIVATE 

CATHOLIC 

21742 
720 
2340 

2971 
92 
201 

0.61 
0.66 
0.37 

1.0 
0.9 
0.8 

19486 
690 

2276 

2490 
79 
193 

0.52 
0.55 
0.34 

0.9 
0.9 
0.7 

2256 
30 
64 

461 
14 
8 

1.06 
1.30 
1.09 

1.2 
1.0 
1.3 

0.56* 

0.75 

0.75* 

0.59 
0.63 
0.98 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

5356 
7233 
7873 
4340 

713 
937 
1083 
532 

0.46 
0.49 
0.67 
0.79 

0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
1.1 

4963 
6662 
6936 
3891 

630 
816 
661 
435 

0.39 
0.40 
0.59 
0.66 

0.8 
0.8 
1.0 
1.0 

393 
571 
937 
449 

83 
121 
202 

97 

0.94 
1.06 
1.04 
1.32 

1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.3 

0.54* 
0.67* 
0.45* 
0.64* 

0.65 
0.80 
0.45 
0.61 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

ACADEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

10920 
6491 
4660 

1473 
1045 
679 

0.65 
0.50 
0.59 

X.O 
0.9 
1.0 

9668 
6206 
4172 

1201 
962 
533 

0.53 
0.46 
0.51 

0.9 
0.9 
0.9 

1252 
285 
708 

273 
63 
147 

1.15 
1.20 
0.87 

1.3 
1.2 
1.1 

0.62* 
0.75* 
0.36* 

0.64 
0.86 
0.36 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

SUBURBAN 

RURAL 

5315 
12166 
7299 

666 
1553 
1045 

0.70 
0.60 
0.51 

1.1 
1.0 
0.9 

4627 
11230 
6595 

526 
1344 
691 

0.56 
0.52 
0.43 

1.0 
0.9 
0.6 

688 
956 
704 

140 
209 
154 

1.12 
1.14 
0.96 

1.2 
1.3 
1.2 

0.53* 
0.62* 
0.55* 

0.53 
0.66 
0.62 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Tablo  3-12 


MMH  SCHOOL.  HERE  YOU  EVER  AW  10  TO  HI  PI  AT  A  OR  ADC  OH  HELD  BACK  A  TERM  IN  SCHOOL? 

(PERCENT  YES) 


1961  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 


HEIOHTED 


II 

II 

TOTAL 

23141 

E47E7S7 

13.3 

Ha' 

MAI  ■ 

llWf 

1  If AAAA 

AV  •  9 

PEMALE 

11791 

1346271 

10.4 

ICS' 

UN 

A  1 

AO*  9 

nXDOLS 

1 99 A700 

AC  •  A 

nivin 

SS79 

643199 

6.9 

RACES 

MHXTt 

14764 

E091741 

11.6 

BLACK 

E979 

322539 

19.6 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

319 

32431 

12.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

199 

22924 

20.6 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

144E 

101412 

22.5 

PUERTO  RICAN 

E94 

25156 

20.5 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

640 

66016 

17.6 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 

E0066 

2399909 

13.6 

PRIVATE 

7S3 

60144 

14.1 

CATHOLIC 

2300 

192702 

7.4 

SEOSRAPHIC  REGION* 

NORTHEAST 

S444 

451669 

13.5 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

4774 

763535 

11.0 

SOUTH 

4904 

616131 

15.1 

NEST 

4015 

419201 

13.8 

CURRICULUM' 

BENERAL 

7596 

660179 

14.2 

ACADEMIC 

943* 

1060737 

6.1 

VOCATIONAL 

S944 

715656 

17.3 

COMMUNITY  TYPE* 

URBAN 

46SS 

514463 

16.1 

11544 

1306549 

12.2 

RURAL 

47SE 

649724 

13.4 
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These  means  indicate  that  the  typical  student  had  few  Black  or 
Hispanic  classmates  prior  to  high  school •    There  is  also  a  clear  trend 
for  more  integration  between  first  grade  and  ninth  grade.    As  can  be  seen 
in  the  Appendix  tables ,  Black  students  indicated  at  every  grade  level 
that  more  than  half  of  their  elementary  school  classmates  were  also  Black. 
Puerto  Rican  students  had  more  Black  classmates  than  other  Hispanic  students. 
Hispanic  students  also  indicated  having  more  Hispanic  classmates  than  did 
non-Hispanic  students.    Public  school  students  were  more  likely  to  have 
attended  schools  with  Blacks  than  were  private  and  Catholic  school  students. 

8.    Household  Structure 

Because  many  critics  of  the  schools  have  linked  a  decline  in  student 
achievement  to  changes  in  the  American  family,  household  structure  was 
determined.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Tables  3-14  and  3-15  below.  More 
detailed  tables ,  cross-tabulated  by  the  classification  variables,  appear  in 
Appendix  C. 

Table  3-14 

Percentage  of  Respondents  in  Various  Household  Structures 


1980  Sophomores  1982 
All       Stayers    Dropouts      Seniors  Dropouts 

Student  lives  with.... 


Both  natural  parents 

70.64 

74.14 

51.32 

69.72 

29.26 

One  natural,  one  stepparent 

8.56 

7.45 

14.73 

7.50 

4.28 

Mother  only 

14.68 

13.43 

21.56 

15.04 

20.93 

Father  only 

0.77 

0.48 

2.38 

2.93 

5.43 

Grandparents 

0.86 

0.68 

1.89 

0.97 

2.68 

Other (s) 

1.24 

0.90 

3.12 

3.84 

37.43 

As  can  be  seen!  living  with  both  parents  was  the  most  common  house- 
hold structure.    About  half  of  the  students  who  later  became  dropouts  and 
about  three-quarters  of  the  students  who  remained  in  school  lived  in  such 
homes  as  sophomores.    The  next  most  common  household  structure!  the 
student  living  with  mother  only,  was  reported  in  1980  by  more  than  20 
percent  of  the  students  who  later  become  dropouts  but  by  only  13  percent 
of  the  students  who  remained  in  school*     Students  who  later  became 
dropouts  reported  living  with  one  natural  parent  and  one  stepparent  in 
1980  twice  as  frequently  as  did  students  who  remained  in  school  until  the 
senior  follow-up.    By  1982  the  percentage  of  seniors  living  with  both 
parents  had  declined  to  70  percent.    Many  dropouts  apparently  had  left 
home  and  were  living  independently  or  with  a  spouse. 

Table  3-15  shows  the  proportion  of  students  in  each  classification 
group  living  with  both  natural  parents. 
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Table  3-15 

Percentage  of  Students  Living  with  Both  Natural  Parents  in  1980 


All 


Sophomores 

Stayers 

Dropouts 

Males 

72. 18 

75.00 

55.00 

Females 

69.07 

72.77 

47. 14 

Low  SES 

57.66 

61.67 

45.79 

Middle  SES 

72.60 

75.36 

54.97 

High  SES 

81.33 

83.22 

58.97 

Whites 

76.28 

79.32 

55.97 

Blacks 

46.34 

48.19 

37.85 

Mexican  Americans 

67.91 

72.11 

54.21 

Puerto  Ricans 

54.75 

58.89 

43.21 

Public  School 

69.71 

73.28 

51.13 

Private  School 

75.08 

78.68 

54.36 

Catholic  School 

81.84 

83.14 

49.25 

Academic  Curriculum 

75.41 

77.25 

48.48 

General  Curriculum 

69.85 

74.33 

50.05 

Vocational  Curriculum 

65.43 

68.25 

55.41 

As  can  be  seen,  the  majority  of  Blacks  did  not  live  in  households 
where  both  natural  parents  were  present.    More  than  one-third  of  Puerto 
Rican  students,  low  SES  students,  and  vocational  curriculum  students  also 
lived  in  such  households.    Males  were  more  likely  to  live  with  both 
natural  parents  than  were  females.    More  than  80  percent  of  high  SES 
students  and  Catholic  school  students  came  from  homes  where  both  natural 
parents  were  present. 

These  figures  are  similar  to  those  reported  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the 
Census  for  1980.    Their  data  indicated  that  17  percent  of  all  White  families 
with  children  were  headed  by  one  adult  and  52  percent  of  all  Black  families 
were  one  parent  households  (Education  Week,  May  29,  1985). 

9.    Number  of  Siblings 

As  can  be  seen  in  Table  3-16,  the  typical  sophomore  had  3.04  siblings 
in  1980.    Students  who  remained  in  high  school  until  the  senior  follow-up 
had  fewer  siblings  (2.93),  while  those  who  became  dropouts  had  more  siblings 
(3.68).    There  was  a  small  and  insignificant  increase  in  the  number  of 
siblings  reported  by  seniors  in  1982  (see  Table  3-17).    The  apparent  dis- 
crepancy in  the  number  of  siblings  for  sophomores  who  remained  in  school 
(2.93  in  Table  3-16  and  2.75  in  Table  3-17)  is  an  artifact  due  to  changes  in 
the  question  format  between  1980  and  1982. 
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Table  3-16 

NUMBER  OF  SIBLINGS 


ALL  30PH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


nDnpntrr<t 

SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

22602 

2999 

3.04 

2.2 

20780 

2563 

2.93 

2.1 

2022 

437 

3.68 

2.6 

0.75* 

0.35 

SEX: 

MALE 

11004 

1473 

3.02 

2.3 

9996 

1246 

2.92 

2.2 

1008 

225 

3.56 

2.7 

0.65* 

0.29 

FEMALE 

11798 

1526 

3.05 

2.1 

10764 

1314 

2.94 

2.0 

1014 

212 

3.79 

2.5 

0.85* 

0.41 

5ES* 

LOW 

5421 

694 

3.73 

2.6 

4565 

523 

3.60 

2.5 

856 

171 

4.10 

2  7 

0*50* 

0  10 

MIDDLE 

10979 

1482 

2.93 

2.1 

10153 

1297 

2.84 

2.0 

826 

185 

3.52 

2.5 

0.68* 

0.33 

HIGH 

5841 

751 

2.57 

1.9 

5620 

694 

2.53 

1.8 

221 

57 

3.00 

2.5 

0.47 

0.26 

RACES 

MnlTc 

16626 

2.84 

2.0 

15390 

2037 

2.74 

1.9 

1236 

309 

3.45 

2.4 

0.70* 

0.36 

BLACK 

2828 

358 

3.89 

2.6 

2506 

295 

3.81 

2.7 

322 

63 

4.31 

3.1 

0.50 

0.18 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

310 

33 

2.85 

e.i 

295 

31 

2.80 

2.1 

15 

2 

3.50 

2.3 

0.70 

0.34 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

228 

29 

4.05 

3.0 

181 

22 

3.79 

2.8 

47 

7 

4.82 

3.5 

1.04 

0.35 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1655 

123 

3.96 

2.6 

1422 

94 

3.87 

2.5 

233 

30 

4.26 

2.8 

0.40 

0.15 

PUERTO  RICAN 

287 

30 

3.49 

2.4 

230 

21 

3.36 

2.3 

57 

9 

3.81 

2.6 

0.45 

0.19 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

811 

73 

2.7 

707 

56 

3.08 

2.7 

104 

15 

3.69 

2.7 

0.61 

0.23 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

19903 

2720 

3.05 

2.2 

17963 

2302 

2.94 

2.1 

19M) 

416 

3.69 

2.6 

0.75* 

0.34 

PRIVATE 

691 

67 

2.44 

1.5 

664 

75 

2.35 

1.4 

27 

12 

3.01 

2.0 

0.66 

0.45 

CATHOLIC 

2208 

193 

3.10 

2.1 

2153 

166 

3.07 

2.1 

55 

6 

4.06 

2.1 

0.99 

0.46 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 

NORTHEAST 

5069 

672 

2.95 

2.1 

4727 

600 

2.83 

2.0 

342 

73 

3.90 

2.8 

1.06* 

0.52 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6563 

658 

3.13 

2.1 

6091 

755 

3.03 

2.1 

472 

102 

3.82 

2.6 

0.78* 

0.37 

SOUTH 

7055 

965 

3.05 

2.4 

6235 

790 

2.93 

2.3 

820 

176 

3.57 

2.6 

0.64» 

0.27 

NEST 

4115 

504 

2.99 

2.1 

3727 

416 

2.87 

2.0 

386 

66 

3.54 

2.5 

0.67* 

0.33 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

9999 

1346 

3.08 

2.2 

6899 

rf07 

2.98 

2.1 

1100 

236 

3.56 

2.3 

0.56* 

0.27 

ACADEMIC 

8100 

1001 

2.69 

1.9 

7642 

943 

2.65 

1.9 

256 

56 

3.34 

2.5 

0.69* 

0.37 

VOCATIONAL 

4268 

594 

3.46 

2.6 

3693 

472 

3.32 

2.4 

575 

123 

3.97 

3.1 

0.65* 

0.25 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4758 

596 

3.15 

2.3 

4163 

476 

3.05 

2.2 

575 

116 

3.56 

2.5 

0.53* 

0.24 

SUBURBAN 

11315 

1436 

2.92 

2.1. 

10489 

1256 

2.61 

2.0 

826 

180 

3.64 

2.5 

0.83* 

0.40 

rURAL 

6729 

967 

3.15 

2.3 

6106 

628 

3.04 

2.2 

621 

139 

3.81 

2.6 

0.77* 

0.34 

NOTE:  NEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-17 

NUMBER  OF  SIBLINGS 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  TTJOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17724 


8280 
9444 


3641 
8777 
4972 


13614 
1891 
239 
138 
1028 
188 
602 


15193 
604 
1927 


4296 
5415 
4966 
3047 


5667 
7752 
4213 


3423 
8988 
5313 


HEIGHTEO 
N 


2287484 


1086670 
1200813 


440424 
1171004 
637630 


1873561 
227608 
26049 
17661 
71378 
17964 
50608 


2049045 
68977 
169462 


567719 
705362 
649631 
364771 


738244 
967887 
569735 


409012 
1115102 
763369 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.75 


2.73 
2.77 


3.27 
2.70 
2.46 


64 
42 
61 
22 
46 
07 
74 


2.75 
2.35 
2.92 


2.73 
2.88 
2.65 
2.73 


2.88 
2.54 
2.94 


2.83 
2.67 
2.83 


S.D. 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.8 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.9 
1.6 
1.7 
1.8 
1.7 
1.8 


1.7 
1.4 
1.7 


1.6 
1.6 
1.7 
1.6 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


MEAN 
2.80 


2.78 
2.82 


3.40 
2.72 
2.49 


2.67 
3.56 
2.63 
3.24 
3.63 
3.24 
2.75 


2.80 
2.40 
2.95 


2.75 
2.90 
2.73 
2.79 


2.94 
2.58 
2.98 


2.86 
2.71 
2.90 


S.D. 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.8 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.9 
1.6 
1.7 
1.8 
1.6 
1.7 


1.7 
1.4 
1.7 


1.6 
1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.8 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


POOLEO 
S.D. 

1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.8 
1.6 
1.5 


1.8 


1.7 
1.4 
1.7 


1.6 
1.7 
1.7 
1.6 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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The  mean  data  in  this  item  are  somewhat  misleading  and  result  from 
the  effects  of  large  families.    The  modal  number  of  siblings  reported  was 
two. 

10.     Parental  Years  in  the  United  States 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  to  indicate  how  many  years  their 
parents  had  lived  in  the  United  States.    The  results  are  shown  in  Tables 
3-18  and  3-19.    The  scale  ranges  from  1  -  1  to  5  years  to  5  ■  all  or  almost 
all  of  their  lives.    The  mean  response  of  4.82  indicates  that  the  majority 
of  the  parents  had  spent  most  of  their  lives  in  the  United  States.  Students 
who  later  became  dropouts  had  parents  who  had  lived  in  the  United  States  for 
fewer  years  than  the  parents  of  the  students  who  stayed  in  school.  Asian 
American  and  Puerto  Rican  students1  parents  had  lived  in  the  United  States 
for  less  time  than  the  parents  of  students  in  other  racial/ethnic  groups. 

11  •    Parental  Occupations 

The  students  were  asked  the  current  or  most  recent  occupation  for  each 
parent.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Tables  3-20  and  3-21. 

The  most  common  occupations  among  the  students'  fathers  in  1980  were 
crafts,  operative,  managerial,  professional,  and  laborer  work.    The  most 
common  occupations  among  the  mothers  were  clerical  work,  hotremaking, 
services,  and  professional  work.    The  students  who  later  became  dropouts 
were  more  likely  to  come  from  families  where  the  father  was  a  craft 
worker,  operator  or  laborer  and  from  families  where  the  mother  did 
service  work. 

There  were  small  changes  in  parental  employment  categories  between 
1980  and  1982.    The  largest  changes  for  the  panel  of  in-school  students 
were  an  increase  of  2.61  percentage  points  in  fathers  employed  in  mana- 
gerial work  and  a  decrease  of  2.29  percentage  points  in  mothers  employed 
in  professional  work.    These  apparent  shifts  may  represent  either  real 
changes  in  parental  employment  or  changes  in  students1  understanding 
about  the  nature  of  their  parents1  work. 

The  cross-tabulation  tables  (See  Appendix  C)  show  strong  interactions 
between  parental  occupations  and  classification  variables  such  as  SES, 
race/  ethnicity,  school  type,  and  curriculum. 

12.    Parental  Education 

The  students  were  also  asked  in  1980  to  indicate  the  highest  level 
of  education  each  of  their  parents  had  completed.    The  results  are  shown  in 
Tables  3-22  and  3-23.    The  scale  ranges  from  1  =  less  than  high  school  to 
5  =  graduate  degree. 

As  can  be  seen,  the  mean  level  of  education  for  the  students1  fathers 
was  2.53;  for  the  students1  mothers  the  mean  was  2.35.    This  indicates 
that  the  average  parent  had  completed  high  school.    The  parents  of  sopho- 
mores who  remained  in  high  school  had  considerably  more  education  than 
parents  of  dropouts  (2.60  and  1.99).    There  were  substantial  differences 
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Table  3-18 


HOW  HUGH  OF  HIS  LIFE  HAS  YOUR  FATHER  C STEPFATHER )  SPENT  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES? 
(1=1  TO  5  YEARS;  5=ALL  OR  ALMOST  ALL) 


ALL  S0PH0HORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 

NTO 

SAMP 

WTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

TOTAL 

23249 

3059 

4.82 

0.6 

21249 

2625 

4.83 

0.6 

SEX: 

MALE 

11600 

1549 

4.82 

0.6 

10541 

1315 

4.84 

0.6 

FEMALE 

11649 

1509 

4*82 

0.6 

10708 

1311 

4.82 

0.6 

SES: 

LOH 

5334 

686 

4.74 

0.7 

4537 

526 

4.75 

0.7 

MIDDLE 

11224 

1513 

4.84 

0.5 

10380 

1324 

4.86 

0.5 

HIGH 

6001 

770 

4*85 

0.5 

5777 

713 

4.86 

0.5 

RACE: 

WHITE 

17162 

2415 

4.99 

0.4 

15898 

2100 

4.89 

0.4 

BLACK 

2732 

345 

«».73 

0.7 

2450 

290 

4. 77 

0.7 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

298 

31 

3.37 

1.5 

287 

30 

3.35 

1.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

230 

30 

4.79 

0.6 

181 

22 

4.78 

0.6 

MEXICAN- AM ERIC AN 

1665 

124 

4.59 

0.8 

1438 

96 

4.61 

0.8 

PUERTO  RICAN 

255 

27 

3.99 

1.1 

205 

19 

3.97 

1.1 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

S35 

77 

4.36 

1.0 

733 

62 

4.40 

1.0 

SCHOOL  TYPE5 

PUBLIC 

20302 

2772 

4.82 

0.6 

18386 

2359 

4.83 

0.6 

PRIVATE 

708 

90 

4.83 

0.5 

680 

77 

4.84 

0.5 

CATHOLIC 

2239 

197 

4.80 

0.6 

2183 

189 

4.81 

0.6 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5046 

671 

4.80 

0.6 

4729 

604 

4.80 

0.6 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6861 

891 

4.88 

0.5 

6361 

783 

4.90 

0.4 

SOUTH 

7265 

998 

4.82 

0.6 

6468 

823 

4.84 

0.6 

NEST 

4077 

499 

4.72 

0.7 

3691 

416 

4.74 

0.7 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10234 

1377 

4.84 

0.6 

9156 

1142 

4.85 

0.5 

ACADEMIC 

8218 

1015 

4.81 

0.6 

7962 

957 

4.83 

0.6 

VOCATIONAL 

4391 

613 

4.79 

0.6 

3796 

488 

4.82 

0.6 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4684 

586 

4.69 

0.8 

4144 

474 

4.70 

0.8 

SUBURBAN 

11602 

1477 

4.81 

0.6 

10775 

1296 

4.83 

0.6 

RURAL 

6963 

996 

4.90 

0.4 

6330 

856 

4.91 

0.4 

note:  MEIGHTEO  N  IS 

IN  THOUSANDS 
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SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


2000  433 


1059 
941 


797 
844 
224 


1264 
282 
11 
49 
227 
50 
102 


1916 
28 
56 


235 
198 


159 
189 
57 


315 
55 
1 
8 
28 
8 
15 


413 
13 
7 


MEAN 
4.74 


4.72 
4.77 


4.73 
4.77 
4.7* 


4.84 
4.55 
3.78 
4.79 
4.53 
4.01 
4.17 


4.74 
4.72 
4.73 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.6 
0.9 
1.3 
0.6 
1.0 
1.2 
1.2 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS 


-0.09* 


-0.12* 
-0.05 


-0.02 
-0.09 
-0.12 


-0.05 

-0.22 
0.44 
C.01 

-0.08 
0.04 

-0.23 


-0.09* 

-0.12 

-0.08 


SIZE 
-0.15 


-0.20 
-0.09 


-0.02 
-0.17 
-0.25 


-0.11 

-0.31 
0.30 
0.02 

-0.10 
0.04 

-0.22 


-0.15 
-0.25 
-0.13 


317 

67 

4.73 

0.7 

-0.07 

-0.12 

500 

108 

4.79 

0.6 

-0.10 

-0.23 

797 

175 

4.77 

0.7 

-0.07 

-0.12 

386 

83 

4.63 

0.9 

-0.11 

-0.15 

1078 

234 

4.81 

0.6 

-0.03 

-0.06 

256 

58 

4.63 

0.9 

-0.20 

-0.34 

595 

126 

4.69 

0.8 

-0.12 

-0.20 

540 

112 

4.64 

0.9 

-0.06 

-0.08 

827 

181 

4.72 

0.8 

-0.10 

-0.17 

633 

140 

4.85 

0.5 

-0.06 

-0.15 

ERIC 


Table  3-19 


HOW  MUCH  OF  HER  LIFE  HAS  YOUR  MOTHER  C STEPMOTHER )  SPENT  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES? 
(1=1  TO  5  YEARS;  5=ALL  OR  ALMOST  ALL) 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMFRICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

MINUS 

EFFEC1 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

24134 

3174 

4.82 

0.6 

21952 

2704 

4.83 

0.6 

2182 

470 

4.78 

0.7 

-0.05 

-0.09 

11936 

1596 

4.62 

0.6 

10797 

1345 

4.83 

0.6 

1139 

251 

4.76 

0.7 

-0.07 

-0.12 

12198 

1578 

4.82 

0.6 

11155 

1359 

4.83 

0.6 

1043 

219 

4.79 

0.6 

-0.04 

-0.06 

5748 

737 

4.75 

0.7 

4873 

562 

4.75 

0.7 

875 

175 

4.74 

0.7 

-0.01 

-0.01 

11502 

1550 

4.85 

0.5 

10611 

1352 

4.86 

0.5 

891 

198 

4.82 

0.6 

-0.04 

-0.07 

6082 

781 

4.85 

0.5 

5844 

721 

4.66 

0.5 

238 

60 

4.78 

0.7 

-0.08 

-0.14 

17528 

2471 

4.89 

0.4 

16190 

2139 

4.90 

0.4 

1338 

332 

4.88 

0.5 

-0.02 

-0.04 

3070 

387 

4.79 

0.7 

2721 

319 

4.81 

0.6 

349 

67 

4.67 

0.8 

-0.15 

-0.23 

30S 

32 

3.10 

1.5 

292 

30 

3.10 

1.5 

13 

2 

3.20 

1.1 

0.11 

0.07 

237 

31 

4.80 

0.7 

186 

23 

4.77 

0.7 

51 

8 

4.87 

0.6 

0.10 

0.15 

1756 

132 

4.56 

0.9 

1506 

100 

4.57 

0.9 

250 

32 

4.55 

1.0 

-0.02 

-0.02 

304 

33 

3.89 

1.2 

245 

23 

3.92 

1.1 

59 

10 

3.81 

1.3 

-0.12 

-0.10 

856 

79 

4.34 

1.1 

750 

63 

4.36 

1.1 

106 

16 

4.28 

1.1 

-0.08 

-0.07 

PUBLIC 

21123 

2664 

4.82 

0.6 

19028 

2434 

4.83 

0.6 

2095 

450 

4.78 

0.7 

-G.06 

-0.09 

PRIVATE 

715 

91 

4.82 

0.6 

687 

78 

4.84 

0.6 

28 

13 

4.76 

0.7 

-0.08 

-0.13 

CATHOLIC 

2296 

199 

4.83 

0.6 

2237 

191 

4.83 

0.6 

59 

8 

4.82 

0.7 

-0.01 

-0.02 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5267 

698 

4.79 

0.7 

4907 

622 

4.79 

0.7 

360 

76 

4.73 

0.8 

-0.07 

-0.10 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7039 

911 

4.90 

0.4 

6504 

798 

4.90 

0.4 

535 

114 

4.86 

0.5 

-0.04 

-0.09 

SOUTH 

7608 

1047 

4.84 

0.6 

6740 

856 

4.85 

0.6 

868 

189 

4.80 

0.7 

-0.05 

-0.09 

WEST 

4220 

517 

4.70 

0.8 

3601 

426 

4.71 

0.8 

419 

91 

4.66 

0.6 

-0.06 

-0.07 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10654 

1433 

4.85 

0.6 

9476 

1176 

4.85 

0.6 

1178 

255 

4.83 

0.6 

-0.01 

-0.03 

ACADEMIC 

8408 

1037 

4.81 

0.6 

6141 

976 

4.82 

0.6 

267 

61 

4.67 

0.9 

-0.15 

-0.25 

VOCATIOI  it 

4628 

646 

4.79 

0.6 

3977 

509 

4.81 

0.6 

651 

136 

4.72 

0.8 

-0.10 

-0.15 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

5032 

627 

4.69 

0.6 

4416 

501 

4.69 

0.8 

416 

126 

4.66 

0.8 

-0.03 

-0.04 

SUBURBAN 

11933 

1520 

4.82 

0.6 

11043 

1325 

4.82 

0.6 

890 

195 

4.77 

0.7 

-0.05 

-0.09 

RURAL 

7169 

1027 

4.91 

0.4 

6493 

878 

4.92 

0.4 

676 

150 

4.88 

0.5 

-0.04 

-0.10 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  H  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-20 

Percentage  of  Respondents  With  Fathers  in  Various  Occupations  -  1980  and  1982 

Armed  School 

Crafts    Ope ret  or    Manager    Professions!     Laborer    Proprietor    Sales    Farm    Technical  Protective  Forces  Clerical  Service  Teachers 

17.40       13.69        12.56           11.34          10.38          7.50          5.54     5.13        4.51  2.99  2.46  2.31       2.09  1.73 

16.96       13.05       13.14           12.06           9.85          7.38          5.90     5.14        4.60  3.01  2.41  2.34       1.91  1.95 

20.37       17.94        B.68            6.52          13.86         8.31          3. 10     5.06        3.97  2.90  ?.74  2.07       3.25  0.31 


15.39        13.74       15.75  12.82  9.67         8.16  5.69     4.27        3.36  3.26  1.95        2.60       2.31  1.89 

18.93       19.73       11.42  8.07  14.99         9.12  3.86     3.81        2.77  1.93  2.59        2.22       3.47  0.52 

I 

00 

I 
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Table  3-21 

Percent  ago  of  Respondent  a  With  Mothers  in  Various  Occupations  -  1980  and  I9B2 
School 

Clerk     Homemaker     Service    Professional     Teacher    Operator     Sales  Manager  Laborer  Crafts    Proprietor  Technical 

25.56        I*.™         12.32           11.20           6.62        6.41         5.94  5.02  2.87  2.83  2.29  '.65 

26.03        15.61         11.86           11.43           7.21         5.93        6.0B  4.8B  2.BI  2.80  2.25  1.68 

22.51        14.77         16.84            9.72           2.81         9.55         5.02  5.Vu  3.29  3.04  2.56  1.50 


25.48     ,   16.99         13.45  9.14  6.27         6.11         5.74      6.01  2.70       2.69  8.02  2.05 

19.45       20.52         19.78  6.60  2.38        9.87         5.03      5.12  3.14       3.22  6.13  1.85 
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Table  3-22 


MHAT  HAS  THE  HIGHEST  LEVEL  OF  EDUCATION  YOUR  FATHER  < STEPFATHER)  COMPLETED? 
(1=LESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL;  5=GRADUATE  DEGREE) 


ALL  SOPHOHORES-1980 


TOTAL 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 
N 


17721  2339 


MEAN 
2.53 


S.D. 
1.2 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP  HTD 
N  N 

16342  2040 


MEAN 
2.60 


S.D. 
1.2 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


NTD 
N 


1379  299 


MEAN 
2.05 


S.O. 
1.1 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


EFFECT 
SIZE 


-0.55*  -0.44 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


9021  1209  2.58 
8700    1130  2.47 


1.2 
1.2 


8273  1039 
8069  1001 


2.64 
2.55 


1.2 
1.3 


748 
631 


170 
129 


2.20 
1.86 


1.2 
1.0 


-0.44* 
-0.70* 


-0.36 
-0.56 


SES: 
LOU 

MIODLE 
HIGH 


3807     492      1.39       0.6  3225      378     1.40       0.6  582      113     1.37       0.6  -0.04  -0.06 

8692    1206      2.24       0.8  8268    1064      2.25       0.8  624      142      2.11       0.8  -0.14  -0.17 

4992     637      3.95       1.0  4827     596      3.96       0.9  165       41      3.75       1.1  -0.21  -0.22 


RACE: 


WHITE 

13695 

1919 

2.61 

1.3 

12802 

1696 

2.68 

1.2 

893 

222 

2.08 

1.1 

-0.60* 

-0.48 

BLACK 

1602 

203 

2.15 

1.1 

1439 

173 

2.17 

1.1 

163 

30 

2.07 

1.0 

-0.09 

-0.09 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

223 

23 

3.15 

1.4 

215 

22 

3.17 

1.4 

a 

1 

2.80 

1.4 

-0.37 

-0.26 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

161 

22 

2.05 

1.1 

127 

16 

2.13 

1.2 

34 

6 

1.83 

0.9 

-0.30 

-0.27 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1219 

90 

1.78 

1.0 

1055 

70 

1.78 

1.0 

164 

20 

1.78 

0.9 

0.00 

0.00 

PUERTO  RICAN 

175 

19 

1.79 

0.9 

138 

14 

1.83 

0.9 

37 

5 

1.70 

0.9 

-0.13 

-0.14 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

607 

56 

2.44 

1.2 

536 

47 

2.52 

1.2 

71 

11 

2.10 

1.1 

-0.42 

-0.34 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

-0.42 

PUBLIC 

15402 

2113 

2.46 

1.2 

14079 

1826 

2.53 

1.2 

1323 

287 

2.02 

1.1 

-0.51* 

PRIVATE 

573 

69 

3.45 

1.2 

557 

62 

3.50 

1.2 

16 

6 

2.99 

0.9 

-0.51 

-0.42 

CATHOLIC 

1746 

157 

3.01 

1.2 

1706 

152 

3.02 

1.2 

40 

5 

2.49 

0.9 

-0.54 

-0.43 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

3824 

513 

2.62 

1.3 

3610 

467 

2.68 

1.3 

214 

46 

2.02 

1.1 

-0.65* 

-0.52 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5427 

708 

2.49 

1.2 

5087 

634 

2.55 

1.2 

340 

74 

2.02 

1.1 

-0.53* 

-0.44 

SOUTH 

5440 

748 

2.35 

1.2 

4867 

621 

2.43 

1.2 

573 

126 

1.96 

1.1 

-0.47* 

-0.38 

HEST 

3030 

371 

2.80 

1.3 

2778 

318 

2.89 

1.3 

252 

S3 

2.31 

1.2 

-0.57* 

-0.45 

CURRICULUM: 

-0.39 

GENERAL 

7642 

1028 

2.36 

1.2 

6906 

871 

2.45 

1.2 

736 

157 

1.99 

1.1 

-0.46* 

ACAOEMIC 

6619 

823 

2.96 

1.3 

6444 

781 

3.00 

1.3 

175 

42 

2.30 

1.3 

-0.70* 

-0.54 

VOCATIONAL 

3219 

455 

2.10 

1.0 

2791 

365 

2.11 

1.0 

428 

90 

2.04 

1.1 

-0.06 

-0.06 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

-0.41* 

-0.33 

URBAN 

3236 

407 

2.43 

1.2 

2881 

335 

2.51 

1.2 

355 

72 

2.10 

1.1 

SUBURBAN 

8943 

1144 

2.72 

1.3 

8378 

1018 

2.79 

1.3 

565 

126 

2.17 

1.1 

-0.62* 

-0.49 

RURAL 

5542 

789 

2.29 

1.2 

5083 

688 

2.35 

1.2 

459 

101 

1.86 

1.1 

-0.49* 

-0.42 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-23- 


WAT  MAS  THE  HIGHEST  LEVEL  OF  EDUCATION  YOUR  MOTHER  (STEPMOTHER!  COMPLETED? 
(1=LESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL;  5=GRADUATE  DEGREE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOFWOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

TUTAL 

20144 

2659 

2.35 

1.0 

18463 

2292 

2.41 

1.0 

SEX: 

MALE 

9761 

1309 

2.38 

1.0 

8918 

1118 

2.44 

1.0 

FEMALE 

10383 

1350 

2.32 

1.0 

9545 

1174 

2.39 

1.0 

LOU 

4734 

615 

1.48 

0.6 

3993 

465 

1.50 

0.6 

MIDDLE 

10055 

1360 

2.24 

0.7 

9324 

1194 

Z.Z* 

o!7 

HIGH 

5244 

669 

3.39 

1.0 

5062 

623 

3.41 

1.0 

RACE* 

WHITE 

15056 

91 1  Q 

1  A 

1  tool 
13991 

1851 

2 .47 

1.0 

BLACK 

2314 

290 

2.24 

1.0 

2072 

246 

2.26 

1.0 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

230 

24 

2.72 

1.3 

220 

23 

2.72 

1.3 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

183 

24 

2.16 

0.9 

149 

18 

2.18 

1.0 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1389 

105 

1.71 

0.9 

1205 

80 

1.77 

0.9 

PUERTO  RICAN 

243 

26 

1.80 

1.0 

191 

18 

1.80 

1.0 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

675 

64 

2.24 

1.1 

591 

52 

2.32 

1.0 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

17587 

2414 

2.30 

1.0 

15968 

2059 

2.36 

1.0 

PRIVATE 

634 

75 

3.12 

1.1 

616 

6ft 

3.16 

1.1 

CATHOLIC 

1923 

170 

2.70 

1.1 

1879 

165 

2.72 

1.1 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4361 

581 

2.43 

1.1 

4095 

525 

2.47 

1.1 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6055 

783 

2.34 

1.0 

5648 

697 

2.39 

1.0 

SOUTH 

6286 

868 

2.23 

1.0 

5599 

716 

2.29 

1.1 

WEST 

3442 

427 

2.53 

1.1 

3121 

354 

2.61 

1.1 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

8754 

1185 

2.23 

1.0 

7836 

98? 

2.30 

1.0 

ACADEMIC 

7364 

911 

2.68 

1.1 

7137 

859 

2.71 

1.1 

VOCATIONAL 

3719 

521 

2. 08 

0.9 

3228 

417 

2.09 

0.9 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3955 

495 

2.28 

1.0 

3497 

402 

2.33 

1.0 

SUBURBAN 

10045 

1285 

2.47 

1.1 

9353 

1130 

2.53 

1.1 

RURAL 

6144 

879 

2.22 

1.0 

5613 

759 

2.27 

1.0 

SOPKr*tORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 

SAMP  WTD 


N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

1681 

367 

1.99 

1.0 

OA  V 

191 

2.09 

1.0 

O  AO 

176 

1.89 

1.0 

741 

149 

1.38 

0.6 

/  31 

167 

2.22 

0.8 

lac 

•#6 

3.19 

1.0 

1065 

268 

2.02 

1.0 

242 

44 

2.13 

1.1 

10 

1 

2.62 

1.1 

34 

6 

2.10 

0.8 

184 

25 

1.53 

0.8 

52 

8 

1.80 

0.9 

84 

12 

1.92 

1.1 

1619 

355 

1.98 

1.0 

18 

7 

2.72 

1.0 

44 

5 

2.06 

1.4 

266 

56 

2.01 

0.9 

407 

87 

1.95 

0.9 

687 

152 

1.94 

1.0 

321 

73 

2.15 

1.1 

918 

201 

1.90 

0.9 

227 

52 

2.28 

1.0 

491 

104 

2.03 

1.9 

458 

93 

2.07 

1.0 

692 

155 

2.04 

1.0 

531 

119 

1.87 

0.9 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFEC1 

STAYERS  SIZE 

-0.42*  -0.41 


-0.35* 
-0.50* 


-0.12* 

-0.03 

-0.22 


-0.45* 

-0.13 

-0.10 

-0.08 

-0.24 

-0.01 

-0.40 


-0.38* 

-0.44 

-0.66 


-0.46* 
-0.44* 
-0.35* 
-0.46* 


-0.40* 
-0.43* 
-0.07 


-0.26* 
-0.49* 
-0.40* 


-0.34 
-0.48 


-0.21 
-0.04 
-0.22 


-0.44 
-0.12 
-0.08 
-0.09 
-0.27 
-0.01 
-0.38 


-0.36 
-0.40 
-0.61 


-0.44 
-0.46 
-0.34 
-0.42 


-0.40 
-0.40 
-0.07 


-0.25 
-0.47 
-0.41 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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ln  parantal  sducation  across  the  8E8  groups,  racial/ethnic  groups,  and 
school  rnd  community  typss. 

13*    Matsrnal  Btnploymsnt 

Ths  studtnts  vers  asked  in  1980  if  their  mothers  usually  worked  when 
the  studsnts  were  preschoolers,  in  elementary  school,  and  in  high  school. 
Ths  rssponsss  are  shown  in  Tables  3-24  to  3-26.    The  response  scale  is  0  - 
no,  1  ■  part-time,  2  ■  full-time. 

As  can  be  sssn,  maternal  employment  increased  as  the  students 
became  older.    Ths  difference  in  maternal  employment  ratee  between 
dropouts  and  the  stayers  was  greatest  during  the  pre-elementary  years, 
least  during  the  high  school  years.    There  were  significant  differences 
in  matsrnal  employment  during  the  students'  preechool  and  elementary 
school  years  across  school  types,  SES  groups  and  racial/ethnic  groups. 

14.  Parental  Monitoring  of  Students1  Educational  Progress 

The  students  were  aeked,  in  1980  and  in  1982,  if  their  parents  kept 
cloee  track  of  how  well  they  were  doing  in  school.    The  results  are  shown 
in  Tables  3-27  to  3-30.    As  can  be  seen,  89  percent  of  the  sophomores  said 
their  mothers  kept  close  track  of  their  echool  progress.    There  were  signi- 
ficant differencee  between  etudents  who  remained  in  school  (90  percent 
agreed)  and  those  who  later  became  dropouts  (82  percent  agreed).  Students 
reported  less  monitoring  of  their  school  progress  by  their  fathers;  77 
percent  eaid  their  fathers  kept  close  track  of  their  progress.    Again  there 
were  significant  differences  in  the  extent  of  close  monitoring  by  fathers  of 
students  who  stayed  in  school  (79  percent)  and  by  fathers  of  students  who 
became  dropouts  (65  percent).    There  were  significant  differences  across 
SES  groups,  racial /ethnic  groups,  and  school  types  in  the  amount  of 
parental  monitoring  of  educational  progress. 

As  can  be  seen  in  Tables  3-29  and  3-30,  parental  monitoring  of. 
educational  progress  decreased  significantly  between  the  sophomore  and 
senior  years  for  the  students  who  stayed  in  school. 

15.  Parental  Involvement  in  the  Schools 

A  series  of  questions  was  asked  of  the  seniors  in  1982  to  determine  the 
extent  of  their  parents9  involvement  with  the  schools.    The  results  are  *** 
shown  in  Tables  3-31  to  3-35.    The  scale  for  each  ranges  from  1  -  never  to^ 
3  ■  often.    As  can  be  seen,  the  overall  level  of  parental  involvement  is  low. 
Parents  were  more  likely  to  phone  or  see  a  teacher,  counselor  or  principal 
or  to  attend  a  parent-teacher  conference  than  to  work  on  school  projects, 
attend  a  PTA  meeting,  or  visit  a  class.    Parental  involvement  with  the 
schools  tended  to  increase  with  higher  SES  and  to  be  higher  in  nonpublic 
than  in  public  schools. 
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Table  3-24 


DID  YOUR  MOTHER  USUALLY  WORK  BEFORE  YOU  WENT  TO  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL? 
(0*NO;  Is PART  TIME;  2*FULL  TIME! 


ALL  SOPHOMORES- 1900 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOVJUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

sent 

LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE> 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  ItO  I  AN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 

,  NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COmUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


SAMP 

NTO 

SAMP 

NTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

20717 

2710 

0.75 

0.9 

16980 

2339 

10069 

1339 

0.76 

0.9 

9198 

1144 

10646 

1371 

0.74 

0.9 

9762 

1194 

4734 

602 

0.86 

0.9 

4026 

466 

9959 

1337 

0.75 

0.9 

9247 

1175 

5427 

694 

0.63 

0.6 

5237 

645 

15170 

2123 

0.65 

0.6 

14121 

1863 

2532 

319 

1.32 

0.9 

2254 

2<~ 

276 

30 

0.80 

0.9 

263 

26 

186 

24 

0.97 

0.9 

148 

18 

1527 

113 

0.61 

0.9 

1316 

67 

242 

26 

0.98 

0.9 

195 

19 

720 

67 

0.88 

0.9 

629 

53 

16042 

2453 

0.76 

0.9 

16380 

2096 

630 

61 

0.65 

0.6 

604 

70 

2045 

176 

0.56 

0.6 

1996 

171 

4456 

592 

0.64 

0.6 

4188 

536 

6072 

777 

0.66 

0.6 

5671 

696 

6536 

695 

0.91 

0.9 

5810 

736 

3653 

445 

0.71 

0.9 

3311 

371 

9006 

1196 

0.75 

0.9 

6098 

1005 

7402 

914 

0.68 

0.9 

7160 

861 

3936 

550 

0.84 

0.9 

3398 

437 

4226 

524 

0.86 

0.9 

3751 

427 

10356 

1311 

0.66 

0.9 

9616 

1153 

6135 

674 

0.77 

0.9 

5613 

759 

MEAN 
0.72 


0.72 
0.72 


0.85 
0.72 
0.61 


0.62 
1.33 
0.77 
0.95 
0.76 
0.94 
0.86 


0.74 
0.56 
0.55 


0.62 
0.63 
0.89 
0.69 


0.73 
0.66 
0.61 


0.63 
0.66 
0.76 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.6 


0.6 

.9 
.9 
.9 
.9 
.9 
.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


vnvr  wi 

SAMP 

NTD 

MINUS 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D.  STAYERS 

1737 

371 

0.92 

0.9            0 • 20* 

671 

194 

0.97 

0.9  0.24* 

866 

177 

0.86 

0.9  0.14* 

706 

136 

0.87 

0.9  0.02 

712 

161 

0.91 

0.9  0.19* 

190 

49 

0.96 

0.9  0.35* 

1049 

260 

0.62 

0.9  0.20* 

276 

54 

1.30 

0.9  -0.03 

13 

2 

1.23 

0.9  0.46 

38 

6 

1.03 

0.9  0.06 

211 

26 

0.91 

0.9  0.14 

47 

7 

1.06 

0.9  0.14 

91 

14 

0.97 

1.0  0.11 

1662 

355 

0.91 

0.9  0.17* 

26 

11 

1.11 

0.9  0.53 

49 

5 

0.98 

0.9  0.43 

266 

56 

0.65 

0.9  0.23 

,01 

62 

0.91 

0.9  0.26* 

726 

159 

1.00 

0.9  0.10 

342 

74 

0.60 

0.9  0.11 

906 

192 

0.88 

0.9  0.16* 

222 

52 

1.01 

0.9  0.35* 

540 

113 

0.95 

0.9  0.13 

475 

97 

1.02 

0.9  0.20 

740 

159 

0.67 

0.9  0.21* 

522 

115 

0.88 

0.9  0.13 

EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.22 


0.27 
0.17 


0.02 
0.21 
0.43 


0.24 
-0.03 
0.50 
0.09 
0.15 
0.15 
0.12 


0.19 
0.66 
0.52 


0.27 
0.33 
0.11 
0.13 


9.16 
0.41 
0.15 


0.22 
0.25 
0.15 
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Table  3-25 


010  YOUR  MOTHER  USUALLY  WORK  WHEN  YOU  WERE  ^  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL? 
<0=N05  1=PART  TIME J  2*FULL  TIME) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESl 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE* 
KUTE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 

WTO 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

22686 

2976 

1.00 

0.9 

11109 

1481 

0.99 

0.9 

11577 

1495 

1.01 

0.9 

5328 

683 

1.08 

0.9 

10845 

1455 

1.02 

0.9 

5785 

744 

0.86 

0.8 

16513 

2322 

0.92 

0.9 

2834 

356 

1.44 

0.8 

296 

32 

1.06 

0.9 

216 

28 

1.14 

0.8 

1679 

126 

1.03 

0.9 

279 

30 

1.06 

0.9 

796 

73 

1.14 

0.9 

19792  2699 
670  86 
2224  191 


4916  652 

6675  858 

7101  973 

3994  492 


1.01 
0.08 
0.87 


0.91 
0.95 
1.11 
0.99 


9937  1331  1.02 
8009  987  0.94 
4318      603  1.04 


4604     582  1*09 
11325    1437  0.95 
6677     957  1.02 


NOTE*  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLDWP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


20697  2550 


10096 
10601 


1256 
1294 


MEAN 
0.98 


0.97 
0.99 


4520     524  1.08 
10038    1275  1.00 
5566      687  0.85 


15305  2021 

2519  295 

281  30 

172  21 

1437  96 

226  22 

695  58 


17887  2291 
644  74 
2166  185 


4594  586 

6202  760 

6298  798 

3603  405 


888?  1104 
7760  931 
3709  476 


4137  471 
10485  1256 
6075  823 


0.90 
1.47 
1.03 
1.12 
1.00 
1.04 
1.13 


0.99 
0.81 
0.87 


0.88 
0.93 
1.10 
0.95 


0.99 
0.92 
1.04 


1.06 
0.93 
1.00 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FDLLOWP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


1989  426 


1013 
976 


225 
201 


MEAN 
1.13 


1.13 
1.12 


808  159  1.05 
807  180  1.18 
219       56  1.08 


1208 
315 
15 
44 
242 
53 
101 


1905 
26 
58 


300 
61 
2 
7 
30 
8 
15 


1.08 
1.31 
1.48 
1.20 
1.13 
1.13 
1.21 


408  1.12 
12  1.35 
6  0.99 


55" 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
1.0 


322 

67 

1.11 

0.8 

473 

98 

1.08 

0.9 

803 

174 

1.16 

0.9 

391 

87 

1.14 

0.8 

1050  228  1.14  0.9 
249  57  1.23  0.8 
609     126      1.07  0.9 


547  111  1*20  0.8 
840  181  1.08  0.9 
602      134     1.12  0.9 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS  SIZE 


0.15* 


0.17* 
0.13* 


-0.03 
0.18* 
0.23 


0.18* 
-0.16 
0.45 
0.08 
0.13 
0.09 
0.09 


0.13* 

0.54 

0.12 


0.22* 
0.14 
0.06 
0.18 


0.14* 
0.31* 
0.04 


0.14 

0.15* 

0.12 


0.17 


0.19 
0.15 


-0.03 
0.21 
0.28 


0.21 
-0.20 
0.50 
0.10 
0.1S 
0.10 
0.10 


0.15 
0.64 
0.14 


0.26 
0.17 
0.07 
0.22 


0.17 
0.36 
0.04 


0.16 
0.18 
0.14 
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Table  3-26 


DID  YOU?  MOTHER  USUALLY  WORK  NHEN  YOU  NERE  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
<0=NO;  1=PART  TIME?  2=FULL  TIME) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

HTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

23253 

3058 

1.18 

*.8 

21167 

2609 

1.17 

0.8 

2066 

448 

11362 

1521 

1.17 

0.8 

10331 

1287 

1.16 

0.8 

1051 

234 

11871 

1537 

1.19 

0.8 

10836 

1322 

1.18 

0.8 

1035 

215 

5517 

707 

1.14 

0.9 

4670 

541 

1.16 

0.9 

847 

166 

11088 

1491 

1.22 

0.8 

10253 

1304 

1.20 

0.8 

835 

187 

5852 

753 

1.13 

0.8 

5632 

696 

1.12 

0.8 

220 

56 

16870 

2377 

1.14 

0.8 

15600 

2061 

1.13 

0.8 

1270 

315 

2931 

371 

1.41 

0.8 

2604 

306 

1.44 

0.8 

327 

65 

305 

33 

1.28 

0.9 

290 

31 

1.30 

0.8 

15 

2 

221 

29 

1.22 

0.8 

177 

21 

1.20 

0.8 

44 

7 

1729 

131 

1.12 

0.9 

1477 

99 

1.10 

0.9 

252 

32 

289 

31 

1.06 

0.9 

226 

22 

1.05 

0.9 

63 

9 

828 

77 

1.28 

0.6 

728 

61 

1.29 

0.8 

100 

15 

20344 

2778 

1.19 

0.6 

18345 

2350 

1.18 

0.8 

1999 

429 

682 

89 

1.10 

0.8 

653 

75 

1.07 

0.8 

29 

13 

2227 

190 

1.07 

0.9 

2169 

184 

1.07 

0.9 

58 

6 

5032 

669 

1.13 

0.6 

4693 

598 

1.13 

0.8 

339 

71 

6819 

880 

1.15 

0.8 

6326 

776 

1.14 

0.8 

493 

104 

7326 

1007 

1.24 

0.9 

6482 

824 

1.24 

0.9 

844 

183 

4076 

502 

1.18 

0.8 

3666 

411 

1.16 

0.8 

410 

90 

10208 

1373 

1.18 

0.8 

9095 

1130 

1.18 

0.8 

1113 

243 

8125 

1003 

1.17 

0.8 

7867 

944 

1.16 

0.8 

256 

56 

4480 

625 

1.18 

0.9 

3649 

494 

1.17 

0.9 

631 

131 

4818 

600 

1.22 

0.9 

4246 

483 

1.21 

0.9 

572 

117 

11557 

1469 

1.18 

0.6 

10684 

1281 

1.16 

0.6 

873 

168 

6878 

988 

1.16 

0.9 

6237 

645 

1.16 

0.9 

641 

143 

MEAN 
1.22 


1.19 
1.25 


1.08 
1.34 
1.24 


1.22 
1.27 
1.06 
1.28 
1.17 
1.09 
1.24 


1.22 
1.25 
1.07 


1.18 
1.18 
1.23 
1.29 


1.19 
1.39 
1.21 


1.25 
1.25 
1.15 


S.O. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS  SIZE 


0.05 


0.03 
0.07 


-0.07 
0.14» 
0.12 


0.09 
-0.17 
-0.24 
0.08 
0.06 
0.04 
-0.05 


0.04 
0.18 
-0.00 


0.05 
0.04 
-0.01 
0.13 


0.01 
0.23 
0.04 


0.04 
0.09 
-0.01 


0.06 


0.03 
0.09 


-0.08 
0.17 
0.14 


0.10 
-0.21 
-0.26 
0.10 
0.07 
0.04 
-0.06 


0.05 
0.22 
-0.00 


0.06 
0.04 
-0.01 
0.16 


0.01 
0.27 
0.05 


0.05 
0.11 
-0.01 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


56 


ERIC 


Table  3-27 


MY  MOTHER  KEEPS  CLOSE  TRACK  OF  HOW  HELL  I  AM  DOING  IN  SCHOOL 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


Q  AMD 

SAMP 

Mill 

urn 

SAMP 

MTD 

DROPOUTS 
MINUS 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

STAYERS 

TOTAL 

24072 

3159 

89.1 

21908 

2695 

90.4 

2164 

464 

81.5 

-8.9* 

SEX: 

Mil  e 
MALE 

Hoc  7 

AO  7 

1U  / C9 

1334 

90. 9 

1102 

82.8 

-8.1* 

FEMALE 

12245 

1581 

88.6 

11183 

1360 

89.9 

1062 

220 

80.0 

-9.9» 

SES: 

-6.7» 

LOM 

5792 

742 

84.4 

4906 

566 

86.0 

886 

176 

79.3 

MTflfll  K 

nxuiiLc 

1 1  AftK 
1140? 

19  JJ 

00  0 

1341 

91.0 

ooc 

193 

83.5 

-7.5* 

HIGH 

6015 

771 

92.3 

5784 

712 

93.0 

231 

59 

83.8 

-9.1* 

RACE: 

WHITE 

17308 

2438 

89.1 

16005 

2115 

90.4 

1303 

323 

80.2 

-10. 2* 

BLACK 

3140 

397 

90.3 

2782 

326 

91.4 

358 

70 

85.2 

-6.2* 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

308 

33 

86.4 

293 

31 

87.5 

15 

2 

71.2 

-16.2 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

227 

30 

90.8 

183 

23 

93.2 

44 

7 

82.9 

-10.3 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1814 

137 

86.5 

1560 

105 

87.4 

254 

33 

83.8 

-3.6 

PUERTO  RICAN 

321 

34 

89.7 

259 

25 

89.3 

62 

10 

90.8 

1.5 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

875 

81 

89.3 

764 

64 

91.5 

111 

17 

80.7 

-10. 8* 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

-8.5* 

PUBLIC 

21071 

2873 

88.8 

18992 

2428 

90.1 

2079 

445 

81.5 

PRIVATE 

700 

88 

92.8 

674 

76 

93.8 

26 

12 

86.0 

-7.8 

CATHOLIC 

2301 

198 

92.7 

2242 

191 

93.5 

59 

7 

72.6 

-20.9* 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5241 

694 

89.4 

4878 

618 

90.8 

363 

76 

77.4 

-13.4* 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6985 

904 

88.8 

6475 

795 

90.3 

510 

109 

78.2 

-12.1* 

SOUTH 

7616 

1043 

89.4 

6747 

857 

90.4 

869 

186 

84.8 

-5.6* 

WEST 

4230 

517 

86.6 

3808 

425 

90.1 

422 

92 

82.1 

-8.0* 

CURRICULUM: 

-7.7* 

GENERAL 

10572 

1420 

87.3 

9423 

1170 

88.7 

1149 

250 

81.0 

ACADEMIC 

8365 

1029 

92.5 

8097 

969 

93.1 

268 

60 

82.5 

-10.6* 

VOCATIONAL 

4671 

649 

88.1 

4009 

512 

89.8 

662 

136 

81.7 

-8.1* 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

5073 

631 

89.6 

4462 

506 

90.7 

611 

124 

85.0 

-5.8* 

SUBURBAN 

118% 

1513 

89.3 

11003 

1318 

90.5 

893 

195 

61.1 

-9.3* 

RURAL 

7103 

1015 

88.6 

6443 

870 

90.2 

660 

145 

79.0 

-11.1* 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-28 


MY  FATHER  KEEPS  CLOSE  TRACK  OF  HOW  WELL  I  AM  DOING  IN  SCHOOL 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGTON: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 

22244 


10982 
11262 


4961 
1074S 
5674 


16405 
2539 
298 
221 
1651 
256 
804 


19412 
677 
2155 


4800 
6549 
6967 
3928 


9775 
7857 
4202 


4460 
11180 
6604 


NTD 

N 

2921 


1463 
1458 


634 
1447 
753 


2306 
322 
31 
29 
123 
28 
75 


2647 
86 
188 


640 
851 
953 
478 


1310 
970 
587 


558 
1420 
943 


PERCENT 
76.8 


77.8 
75.7 


64.6 
77.2 
86.5 


78. 
66. 
85. 
73, 
73, 
67. 
75. 


76.0 
84.4 
84.4 


78.9 
77.7 
73.8 
78.2 


74.2 
83.1 
72.9 


75.6 
78.6 
74.7 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SAMP 
N 

20360 


10031 
10329 


4222 
9954 
5658 


15238 
2268 
287 
177 
1428 
205 
703 


17611 
650 
2099 


4494 
6096 
6211 
3559 


8759 
7627 
3637 


3956 
10380 
6024 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


PERCENT 
64.8 


67.5 
61.9 


WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

2515 

78.7 

1884 

407 

1253 

79.5 

951 

210 

1262 

77.9 

933 

196 

488 

66.8 

739 

146 

1269 

78.7 

794 

178 

698 

87.1 

216 

55 

2015 

80.4 

1167 

290 

268 

67.4 

271 

54 

30 

86.4 

11 

2 

21 

71.6 

44 

7 

96 

76.1 

223 

27 

20 

68.4 

51 

8 

59 

77.8 

101 

16 

2259 

78.0 

1801 

368 

74 

85.5 

27 

12 

181 

84.7 

56 

7 

574 

80.5 

306 

65 

752 

79.6 

453 

99 

789 

75.5 

756 

165 

400 

80.7 

369 

77 

1091 

76.1 

1016 

219 

917 

83.8 

230 

53 

468 

75.4 

565 

119 

452 

77.4 

504 

106 

1249 

80.3 

800 

171 

814 

76.9 

580 

129 

57.3 
66.8 
79.1 


64.4 
62.9 
76.2 
77.9 
65.1 
64.6 
67.6 


64.2 
77.8 
74.8 


64.2 
63.0 
65.9 
65.2 


64.9 
70.5 
63.3 


68.0 
66.1 
60.4 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

-13. 9* 


-12.0» 
-16. Off 


-9.5* 
-11.9* 
-8.0* 


-16.0* 
-4.4 

-10.2 
6.3 

-11.1* 
-3.8 

-10.2 


-13.8* 
-7.7 
-10.0 


-16.3* 
-16.5* 
-9.5* 
-15.6* 


-11.2* 
-13.3* 
-12.1* 


-9.4* 
-14.1* 
-16.5* 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  13  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-29 

HY  MOTHER  KEEPS  CLOSE  TRACK  OF  HON  NELL  I  AM  DOING  IN  SCHOOL 
< PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


SAMPLE 
N 


19617 


9548 
10269 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2544665 


1246547 
1298118 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

91.0 


91.6 
90.4 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
87.5 


87.4 
87-6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-3.5* 


-4.2* 
-2.9* 


SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 


4330 
9628 
5308 


14654 
2456 
253 
151 
1360 
229 
687 


520469 
1280630 
678840 


2016119 
302866 
27515 
19451 
93679 
22589 
59515 


86.6 
91.5 
93.4 


91.0 
91.8 
87.2 
95.0 
87.9 
90.0 
92.5 


84.5 
87.6 
89.7 


87.3 
88.6 
85.0 
87.6 
87.5 
87.0 
68.5 


-2.2* 
-4.0* 
-3.7* 


-3.7* 

-3.2* 

-2.2 

-7.4 

-0.4 

-3.0 

-4.0 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


17083 
635 
2099 


4471 
5929 
6106 
3311 


6346 
8442 
4916 


3936 
9929 
5950 


2286260 
74653 
183752 


590791 
762098 
808532 
363244 


821399 
1050118 
658939 


467456 
1236014 
841195 


90.7 
93.6 
93.9 


91.5 
90.7 
91.2 
90.4 


89.?. 
93.5 
89.5 


91.4 
91.1 
90.7 


87.1 
87.7 
92.0 


87.6 
86.9 
66.4 
86.5 


85.5 
89.7 
66.6 


87.6 
87.1 
88.1 


-3.6* 
-5.9* 
-1.9 


-3.9* 
-3.8* 
-2.8* 
-3.9* 


-3.6* 
-3.8* 
-3.0* 


-3.8* 
-4.0* 
-2.6* 


5J 
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Table  3-30 


MY  FATHER  KEEPS  CLOSE  TRACK  OF  HON  HELL  I  AM  DOING  IN  SCHOOL 
C PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESi 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


COMMUNITY 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


TYPE: 


SAMPLE 
N 


17730 


8604 
9126 


3430 
8795 
5124 


13627 
1764 
242 
132 
1190 
166 
587 


15233 
596 
1901 


3979 
5414 
5335 
3002 


5640 
7749 
4256 


3269 
9104 
5357 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2287732 


1127450 
1160281 


411871 
1173372 
657202 


1876608 
217207 
25873 
16662 
81568 
17230 
50034 


2046559 
70764 
170409 


53327 
69979# 
703163 
351539 


733576 
968738 
574642 


391876 
1139352 
756503 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

80.5 


80.9 
80.1 


69.1 
80.4 
87.6 


81.6 
71.9 
84.8 
80.5 
77.0 
72.2 
82.5 


79.8 
86.0 
85.8 


82.0 
80.9 
78.1 
82.1 


77.3 
86.0 
75.2 


79.9 
81.7 
78.9 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
76.9 


77.8 
76.0 


66.5 
76.8 
83.6 


78.0 
69.1 
79.9 
76.5 
74.6 
68.9 
73.4 


76.3 
81.6 
82.2 


78.3 
76.5 
75.5 
78.2 


72.7 
e2.1 
73.4 


75.8 
77.8 
76.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-3.6* 


-3.0* 
-4.1* 


-2.6 

-3.6* 

-4.0* 


-3.6* 

-2.9 

-4.9 

-4.0 

-2.4 

-3.4 

-9.1* 


-3.6* 

-4.4 

-3.6* 


-3.7* 
-4.4* 
-2.6* 
-3.8* 


-4.6* 
-3.9* 
-1.8 


-4.1* 
-3.9* 
-2.8* 
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Table  3-31 


SINCE  THE  BEGINNING  OF  THIS  SCHOOL  YEAR,  HON  OFTEN  HAVE  YOUR  PARENTS  PHONED  OR  SAN  A  TEACHER,  COUNSELOR  OR  PRINCIPAL? 

(1=NEVER>  3=OFTEN) 


1982  SENIORS 


ERIC 


TOTAL 


SANPLE 
N 


22822 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2641686 


MEAN 


1.51 


S.D. 
0.6 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


11143 
11679 


1303424 
1338263 


1.55 
1.48 


0.6 
0.6 


SES: 


LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4670 
10144 
5517 


503584 
1209275 
636613 


1.50 
1.49 
1.53 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


RACE: 

WHITE  16597  2072483 

BLACK  2925  317563 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  317  32147 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  194  22345 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1595  98924 

PUERTO  RICAN  282  24054 

OTHER  HISPANIC  B36  66216 


1.48 
1-71 
1.39 
1.65 
1.49 
1.64 
1.56 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


19821 
737 
2264 


2372442 
78898 
190346 


1.52 
1.54 
1.47 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5357  643061 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6715  776599 

SOUTH  6796  808327 

WEST  3954  413700 


1.55 
1.46 
1.52 
1.52 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


CURRICULUM*. 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7499 
9311 
5877 


869533 
1048878 
707973 


1.53 
1.50 
1.52 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4772 
11403 
6647 


508437 
1292477 
840773 


61 


1.55 
1.52 
1.49 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


Table  3-32 


SINCE  THE  BEGINNING  OF  THIS  SCHOOL  YEAR,  HON  OFTEN  HAVE  YOUR  PARENTS  ATTENDED  A  PARENT-TEACHER  CONFERENCE? 

tl -NEVER;  3=OFTEN) 


1982  SENIORS 


ERIC 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  22838  2638245 
SEX: 

MALE  1H36  1298863 

FEMALE  H702  1339382 

SES: 

LOW  4677  502792 

MIDDLE  10153  1208747 

HIGH  5518  635282 

RACE: 

WHITE  16603  2070996 

BUCK  2919  315734 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  314  31G55 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  193  22132 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1607  99425 

PUERTO  RICAN  283  23975 

OTHER  HISPANIC  842  66189 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  19815  2368386 

PRIVATE  745  79266 

CATHOLIC  2278  190593 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5355  641833 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6719  776539 

SOUTH  6800  805916 

WEST  3964  413958 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  7503  868917 

ACADEMIC  9337  1049972 

VOCATIONAL  5863  704491 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  4783  507692 

SUBURBAN  11408  1290706 

RWAL  6647  839847 


1.50 


1.51 
1.48 


1.41 
1.50 
1.57 


1.49 
1.55 
1.43 
1.40 
1.44 
1.55 
1.51 


1.48 
1.61 
1.69 


1.50 
1.63 
1.38 
1.46 


1.49 
1.54 
1.44 


1.49 
1.48 
1.52 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


62 


Table  3-33 


SINCE  THE  BEGINNING  OF  THIS  SCHOOL  YEAR,  HON  OFTEN  HAVE  YOUR  PARENTS  DONE  VOLUNTEER  WORK  FOR  SCHOOL  PROJECTS? 

(IsNEVER;  3=OFTEN) 

1982  SENIORS 


ERIC 


TOT'L 


SAMPLE 
N 


22831 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2636591 


HE  AN 


1.38 


S.O. 
0.6 


SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 


11134 
11697 


1299620 
1338971 


1.37 
1.39 


0.6 
0.6 


SES: 


LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 


4685 
10151 
5516 


503613 
1208850 
635700 


1.24 
1.37 
1.54 


0.5 
0.6 
0.7 


RACE: 

WHITE  16602  2071426 

BLACK  2914  315246 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  315  31901 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  195  22425 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1605  99390 

PUERTO  RICAN  282  23791 

OTHER  HISPANIC  842  66495 


1.40 
1.33 


29 
36 
32 
15 
29 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


19805 
746 
2280 


2367614 
79837 
191140 


1.35 
1.66 
1.64 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5353  641770 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6709  775305 

SOUTH  6808  807567 

WEST  3961  413948 


35 
38 
41 
36 


CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7484 
9349 
5864 


866582 
1052227 
705105 


32 
50 


1.28 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4776 
11411 
6644 


507133 
1291802 
839656 


63 


1.30 
1.39 
1.41 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


Table  3-34 


SINCE  THE  BEGINNING  OF  THIS  SCHOOL  YEAR,  HOW  OFTEN  HAVE  YOUR  PARENTS  ATTENDED  A  PTA  MEETING? 

<i=never;  3=often> 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RZCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


22820 


11125 
11695 


4690 
10127 
5510 


16571 
2933 
314 
193 
160* 
286 


19810 
740 
2270 


5339 
6695 
6826 
3960 


7*89 
9327 
5872 


4788 
11397 
6635 


2636760 


1297298 
1339462 


503644 
1206033 
635218 


2067654 
317502 
31970 
22134 
99287 
24112 
66169 


2366936 
79272 
190552 


639815 
774163 
809300 
413483 


867427 
1049526 
705262 


508312 
1289848 
838601 


1.26 


1.27 
1.26 


1.22 
1.24 
1.33 


1.23 
1.45 
1.31 
1.21 
1.30 
1.25 
1.27 


1.24 
1.45 
1.46 


1.25 
1.20 
1.34 
1.24 


1.22 
1.32 
1.23 


1.31 
1.26 
1.24 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.7 
0.7 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


64 


Table  3-35 


ERIC 


since  the  beginning  of  this  school  year*  how  often  have  your  parents  visited  classes? 

(i=never;  3=often) 


1962  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


NEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 

SEX5 


MALE 
FEMALE 


22621 


11032 
11589 


2615153 


1266065 
1327068 


1.24 


1.24 
1.23 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


SES: 


LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4629 
10057 
5469 


498071 
1197746 
631322 


1.22 
1.22 
1.27 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


RACE5 

WHITE  16473  2055649 

BLACK  2672  310492 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  316  32028 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  194  22223 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1582  97656 

PUERTO  RICAN  263  24467 

OTHER  HISPANIC  826  64530 


1.21 
1.37 
1.24 
1.30 
1.30 
1.38 
1.29 


0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


19633 
735 
2253 


2347418 
78474 
169260 


1.23 
1.25 
1.27 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


5302 
6656 
6740 
3921 


635962 
770285 
799370 
409536 


1.25 
1.21 
1.24 
1.25 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7429 
9263 
5796 


660397 
1043229 
697092 


1.21 
1.25 
1.25 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4723 
11304 
6594 


502249 
1279516 
833367 
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1.30 
1.23 
1.22 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
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16«     Non-School  Learning 

One  way  in  which  parents  contribute  to  their  children's  education  is  bv 
providing  them  with  out-of-scbool  learning  opportunities!  such  as  visits  t? 
museums,  music  lessons    travel,  etc.    The  extent  of  these  opportunities  was 
determined  for  all  sophomores  in  1980  (see  Table  3-36).    As  can  be  seen  the 
typical  sophomore  reported  having  had  2.96  of  five  non-school  learning 
experiences.     Sophomores  who  remained  in  high  school  had  significantly  move 

2  tt?inl  exPerienCeS  <3'01)  than  did  sophomores  who  later  Lame 
dropouts  (2.65).     Females  reported  more  non-school  learning  experiences 
than  males.    Whites  and  Asian  Americans  reported  more  non-school  learning 

Screaserwit'S'sEf11"  "^J/6^  8rouP8'     Non-school  learning  experiences 
increased  with  SES,  were  higher  among  students  in  nonpublic  than  in  public 
schools,  and  were  higher  for  students  in  the  academic  curriculum. 

17.     Study  Aids  in  the  Home 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  and  in  1982  if  they  had  any  of  six 
study  aids:    a  place  to  study,  newspaper,  encyclopedia,  typewriter,  books, 
and  calculator.    The  results,  a  mean  of  the  number  of  study  aids  available 
are  shown  m  Tables  3-37  and  3-38.     In  1980  the  mean  for  all  sophomores  was 
S       8°Phom°res  who  remained  m  school  averaged  4.57  study  aids  while  those 
who  later  became  dropouts  averaged  only  3.94,  a  significant  difference.  The 
mean  number  of  study  aids  in  the  homes  of  the  in-school  panel  of  students 
increased  slightly  but  significantly  between  the  students'  sophomore  and 

Jo^qf/T'I  f^°m  V?  t0  4'76'     Th"  increase  was  greatest  in  the  homes  of 
low  SES  students  and  m  the  homes  of  Asian-American,  Black  and  Mexican- 
American  students. 

In  1982  the  seniors  were  also  asked  if  they  had  a  microcomputer  or 
mini-computer  m  their  home.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  3-39.  As 
can  be  seen,  8  percent  of  the  seniors  reported  having  a  computer. 
Computers  were  found  most  often  in  the  homes  of  private  school  students, 
high  SES  students,  males,  and  students  living  in  the  West. 

18.  Summary 

In  summary,  the  average  student  in  this  study  was  about  15.5  years 

«  hIVSYJ™  ^  1980  da-a  WaS  colletted  from  ^e  sophomores.  This 
student  had  lived  in  the  United  States  for  most  or  all  of  her/his  life 
had  been  read  to  as  a  preschooler  about  once  a  week,  attended  kindergarten, 
and  had  few  flack  or  Hispanic  classmates  prior  to  high  school.  About 
one-third  of  the  students  had  changed  schools  and  about  13  percent  had 
repeated  a  grade.    About  8    percent  of  the  sophomores  had  a  limiting 
physical  condition.    About  70  percent  of  the  sophomores  reported  that 
they  lived  with  both  natural  parents;  the  mean  number  of  siblings  was 
3.04.     The  majority  of  students  reported  that  their  parents  had  spent 
most  or  all  of  their  lives  in  the  United  States.    The  average  parent 
had  completed  high  school.    Maternal  employment  had  increased  as  the 
students  became  older.    The  average  student  reported  that  his/her 
parents,  especially  the  mother,  kept  close  track  of  school  progress. 
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Table  3-36 


HON- SCHOOL  LEARNXNS  EXPERIENCES 
| COUNT  Of  MUSIC  LltfONiff  OUT-OF-STATE  TRAVEL.  DANCE  LESSONS,  MUSEUM  ■  TRAVEL  OUTSIDE  U.S.) 

ALL  SOFHOM0RES-I960 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOfWOMORES 
MHO  STAYEO  ZN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  POLLONUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  POLLONUP 


TOTAL 

SCX  i 
HA  LI 
FEMALE 

S 


HXOOLE 
HZSH 


NHITE 


ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
HEX X CAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 


_: 

PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOUC 

AFHXC  RESIGN* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM* 
SENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COrttMTY  TTPCt 


RURAL 


SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

WTO 

IllrftlfllU  1  s 

unurwv » 9 

MINUS 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D* 

N 

N 

Mff  AM 

9.&7. 

II 

MP  AM 

nc  An 

s  n 

STAYERS 

245X6 

Stlt 

2  .94 

1.1 

ttt64 

E736 

V  Al 

3.01 

1.1 

MIA 

9  Aft 

ft  *09 

1  9 

-0.36* 

11030 

1409 

2.77 

1.6 

X0664 

X335 

2.6X 

x.o 

XX46 

254 

2.54 

1.1 

-0.27* 

X2466 

1413 

3.14 

1  .E 

11300 

1363 

*  9tk 

1  9 

l.C 

11  Oft 

229 

2.77 

1.2 

-0.43* 

5940 

763 

C.49 

1.1 

9019 

970 

*  41 

1  1 

A  *  A 

165 

2.36 

1.2 

-0.64 

X1697 

1S41 

C.99 

1.6 

X0704 

1362 

3.0X 

X.O 

693 

199 

2.61 

1.1 

-0.20ft 

4696 

763 

3*53 

1.6 

m  mm  a 

5096 

72  c 

*  ftft 

A  »  W 

240 

41 

3  22 

1.1 

-0.33* 

17614 

2465 

3*06 

1.1 

16164 

C199 

Til 

J. 11 

1.1 

llftft. 

lift 

2.74 

1.1 

-0.37* 

60S 

C.49 

l.C 

t6tt 

332 

2.52 

X.2 

373 

73 

2.31 

1.3 

-0.21 

326 

36 

3.C7 

1.3 

306 

32 

3.27 

X.3 

XB 

2 

3.29 

1.3 

0.02 

251 

3E 

2.62 

l.t 

X97 

24 

2.56 

X.2 

54 

9 

2.71 

1.3 

0.13 

X632 

137 

C.45 

l.t 

X566 

X63 

2.73 

X.2 

266 

34 

2.40 

1.2 

-0.33 

3E6 
694 

35 

2.69 

1.1 

t59 

23 

2.66 

X.2 

67 

11 

2.96 

1.0 

0.12 

6C 

C.63 

l.t 

763 

66 

2.67 

X.2 

XXX 

17 

2.67 

1.3 

-0.20 

2X466 

C9E6 

2.92 

1.1 

X9364 

2467 

2.97 

X.X 

2X64 

462 

2.64 

1.2 

-0.33* 

7XB 

9C 

3.45 

1.0 

669 

78 

3.55 

X.O 

29 

13 

2.66 

O.B 

-0.67 

C33t 

toi 

3.C9 

1.6 

tt7X 

X93 

3.3X 

X.O 

61 

6 

2.64 

0.7 

-0.46* 

5346 

769 

3.14 

1.1 

4965 

629 

3.X6 

X.X 

36X 

61 

2.67 

1.1 

-0.31* 

7060 

91S 

3.01 

1.1 

653X 

602 

3.06 

1.0 

529 

114 

2.66 

1.1 

-0.40ft 

7776 

1667 

C.67 

l.t 

6666 

672 

2.72 

X.2 

9X2 

195 

2.44 

1.2 

-0.29ft 

4334 

S36 

3.19 

1.1 

390t 

436 

3.23 

X.X 

432 

94 

2.96 

1.1 

-0.35* 

10661 

1451 

C.B7 

l.X 

9566 

XX69 

2.92 

X.X 

X2X3 

263 

2.66 

X.i 

-0.27* 

•475 

164S 

3.32 

1.6 

6X95 

962 

3.34 

1.0 

260 

63 

2.97 

X.X 

-0.37* 

4746 

663 

C.6C 

l.t 

4097 

523 

2.44 

X.X 

669 

139 

2.56 

X.2 

-0.06 

SX46 

643 

6,91 

X.l 

45E5 

5X3 

2.96 

X.X 

641 

130 

2.73 

X.X 

-0.24* 

XCXXX 

1546 

3.10 

l.X 

XXX67 

1340 

3.X6 

X.X 

924 

201 

2.72 

X.2 

-0.44* 

mi 

163S 

2.77 

l.X 

6552 

666 

2.6X 

X.X 

669 

152 

2.49 

X.X 

-0.32* 

NOTIl  NEXBHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-37 


NUMBER  OP  STUDY  AIDS  AVAILABLE  IN  THE  HOME 
(COUNT  OF  PLACE  TO  STlflY,  NEWSPAPER,  ENCYCLOPEDIA* TYPEWRITER*  BOOKS,  CALCULATOR ) 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES* 

LOW 

MIDDLE 
HI6H 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


22497  2962 


5348  685 
10885  1471 
5797  747 


16462  2324 
2738  347 


311 
217 
1634 
283 
795 


4999 
6447 
6962 
4089 


33 
29 
121 
30 
72 


19646  2684 
690  88 
2161  190 


665 
843 
952 
502 


9663  1331 
8026  992 
4195  585 


4676  567 
11190  1420 
6631  954 


MEAN 
4.46 


10834  1452  4.50 
11663    1510  4.46 


3.22 
4.68 
5.32 


4.65 
3.85 
4.61 
3.94 
3.67 
3.63 
4.16 


4.43 
5.06 
5.00 


4.69 
4.59 
4.21 
4.56 


4.37 
4.88 
4.14 


4.40 
4.63 
4.31 


S.D. 
1.4 


1.4 
1.3 


1.4 
1.1 
0.8 


1.2 
1.6 
1.5 
1.6 
1.6 
1.5 
1.5 


1.4 
1.0 
1.1 


1.2 
1.3 
1.5 
1.3 


1.4 
1.1 
1.5 


1.4 
1.3 
1.4 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


20515  2535 


9848 
10667 


1232 
1303 


15252  2022 
2424  286 


295 
173 
1404 
225 
693 


662 
2105 


4656 
5984 
6169 
3704 


7776 
3630 


4110 


6026 


31 
21 
92 
21 
57 


MEAN 

4.57 


4.59 
4.56 


4496     516  3.28 
10070    1266  4.72 
5578     690  5.33 


4.73 
3.91 
4.65 
4.17 
3.77 
3.75 
4.32 


S.D. 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 


1.4 
1.0 
0.8 


1.2 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 
1.6 
1.5 
1.4 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 

N 


1962  427 


MEAN 
3.94 


986 
996 


220  4.03 
207  3.84 


852  169  3.04 
815  183  4.41 
219       57  5.28 


S.O. 
1.6 


1.6 
1.5 


1.5 
1.2 
0.9 


1210 
314 
16 
44 
230 
58 
102 


302 
61 
2 
7 
29 
9 
15 


4.13 
3.55 
4.11 
3.26 
3.34 
3.34 
3.64 


1.5 
1.5 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 

STAYERS  SIZE 

-0.63*  -0.48 


-0.55* 
-0.72* 


-0.24 

-0.32* 

-0.04 


-0.60* 

-0.36 

-0.54 

-0.91 

-0.43 

-0.40 

-0.69 


2278 

4.52 

1.3 

1896 

407 

3.92 

1.6 

-0.60* 

74 

5.17 

1.0 

28 

13 

4.42 

1.1 

-0.76 

183 

5.03 

1.0 

56 

7 

4.28 

1.5 

-0.75 

593 

4.76 

1.2 

341 

72 

4.16 

1.5 

-0.60* 

744 

4.67 

1.2 

463 

100 

3.98 

1.5 

-0.69* 

782 

4.30 

1.5 

793 

170 

3.80 

1.6 

-0.49* 

417 

4.67 

1.3 

385 

85 

3.99 

1.5 

-0.68* 

im 

4.47 

1.3 

1089 

237 

3.91 

1.5 

-0.56* 

936 

4.91 

1.1 

252 

56 

4.39 

1.4 

-0.52* 

466 

4.22 

1.4 

565 

119 

3.81 

1.6 

-0.41* 

471 

4.49 

1.4 

566 

117 

4.00 

1.5 

-0.50* 

1245 

4.72 

1.2 

811 

176 

4.02 

1.6 

-0.70* 

819 

4.40 

1.4 

605 

135 

3.79 

1.6 

-0.61* 

-0.41 
-0.55 


-0.17 
-0.30 
-0.05 


-0.50 
-0.23 
-0.37 
-0.59 
-0.26 
-0.27 
-0.47 


-0.45 
-0.76 
-0.72 


-0.49 
-0.57 
-0.34 
-0.53 


-0.42 
-0.46 
-0.26 


-0.36 
-0.56 
-0.44 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-38 


NUMBER  OF  STUDY  AIDS  AVAILABLE  IN  THE  HOME 
(COUNT  OF  PLACE  TO  STUDY*  NEWSPAPER*  ENCYCLOPEDIA  •TYPEWRITER*  BOOKS*  CALCULATOR! 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1946* 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2512115 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
4.59 


S.D. 
1.3 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 

4.76 


S.D. 
1.3 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


SEX  3 
HALE 
FEMALE 


9242 
10242 


1213355 
1298761 


4.61 
4.57 


1.3 
1.3 


4.78 
4.74 


1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.3 


0.2* 
0,2* 


0.1 
0.1 


SES: 


LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 


4223 
9605 
5319 


504921 
1283563 
684236 


3.30 
4.73 
5.33 


1.4 
1.0 
0.6 


3.82 
4.83 
5.35 


1.5 
1.1 
0.9 


1.4 
1.1 
0.8 


0.5* 
0.1* 
0.0 


0.4 
0.1 
0.0 


RACE: 

WHITE  1*577  2013101  *.73  !•« 

BLACK  2251  277812  3.93  1.5 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  2R2  30762  4.62  1.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  160  21177  4.20  1.5 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1329  90681  3.79  1.6 

PUERTO  RICAN  206  20049  3.78  1.5 

OTHER  HISPANIC  654  55644  4.33  1.5 


4.87 
4.25 
5.05 
4.53 
4.12 
4.10 
4.54 


1.2 
1.5 
1.1 
1.4 
1.5 
1.5 
1.4 


1.2 
1.5 
1.3 
1.4 
1.6 
1.5 
1.4 


0.1* 

0.3* 

0.4* 

0.3 

0.3* 

0.3 

0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


16814 
632 
2038 


2256493 
73015 
182608 


4.53 
5.20 
5.03 


1.3 
1.0 
1.0 


4.71 
5.15 
5.21 


1.3 
1.0 
0.9 


1.3 
1.0 
1.0 


0.2* 
-0.0 
0.2* 


0.1 
-0.0 
0.2 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4434 
5703 
5850 
3497 


587256 
742096 
774252 
408511 


4.77 
4.67 
4.32 
4.68 


1.2 
1.2 
1.4 
1.3 


4.91 
4.81 
4.56 
4.82 


1.2 
1.2 
1.4 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.4 
1.3 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6278 
8351 
4763 


814394 
1045514 
640458 


4.40 
4.92 
4.29 


1.3 
1.1 
1.4 


4.59 
5.06 
4.48 


1.3 
1.1 
1.4 


1.3 
1.1 
1.4 


0.2* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3873 
9850 
5761 


462880 
1233228 
816008 


4.51 
4.73 
4.42 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


4.71 
4.89 
4.59 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
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Table  3-39 

DO  YOU  HAVE  A  MICROCOMPUTER  OR  MINICOMPUTER  IN  YOUR  HOME? 
(0=NO;  1=YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

6E0GRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM* 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


23165 


11366 
11799 


4716 
10248 
5592 


16780 
2976 
339 
206 
1679 
283 
858 


20136 
737 
2292 


5365 
6765 
6915 
4120 


7622 
9420 
5997 


4902 
11624 
6639 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2675934 


1326937 
1348998 


507369 
1221144 
644364 


2095313 
321464 
35181 
23849 
104472 
24191 
67369 


2405262 
78270 
192403 


642799 
781745 
821029 
430361 


882033 
1060162 
719832 


519517 
1317992 
838426 


PERCENT 
8.0 


10.2 
5,9 


3.8 
6.8 
12.2 


8.3 
5.5 
9,9 
9.7 
7.4 
7.2 
9.3 


7.8 
13.3 
8,7 


7.6 
7,6 
7.5 
10.4 


7,8 
8.1 
8.1 


7.7 
9.0 
6.6 
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But  parental  involvement  with  the  school  was  low*    The  typical  family 
provided  multiple  opportunities  for  non-school  learning  and  a  variety  of 
study  aids  in  the  home*    There  were  substantial  variations,  especially 
across  socioeconomic  groups*     Students  who  later  became  dropouts  showed 
considerable  differences  on  most  variables  from  students  who  remained  in 
school*    Differences  were  especially  large  for  students'  age,  number  of 
school  changes,  and  household  structure* 
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Chapter  4 


SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS,  SCHOOL  RESOURCES  AND 
SCHOOL  POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES 

This  chapter  describes  the  schools  that  students  in  the  sample 
attended  betweeh  1980  and  1982.    Three  areas  are  examined:     (1)  student 
body  characteristics,  (2)  school  resources,  and  (3)  school  policies  and 
practices.     Data  are  drawn  from  the  school  questionnaires  unless  other- 
wise noted.    Schools  are  grouped  by  five  classification  variables: 
(1)  average  SES  of  their  students,  (2)  school  type,  (3)  geographic 
region,  (4)  community  type,  and  (5)  size. 

There  were  1,015  schools  that  participated  in  the  Base  Year  survey 
in  1980;  997  responded  to  the  school  questionnaire.    Forty  of  the  1,015 
schools  were  dropped  from  the  1982  follow-up  survey  because  they  had 
closed,  had  merged  with  other  schools,  or  had  no  sophomores  in  the  Base 
Year.    Seventeen  schools  that  received  en  bloc  transfers  of  all  students 
from  Base  Year  survey  schools  were  added  to  the  sample,  for  a  total  of 
992  schools.    School    questionnaires  were  obtained  from  956  of  the  Base 
Year  schools  and  14  of  the  "transfer"  schools.    When  we  report  data  in 
this  chapter  for  1980  only,  we  use  answers  drawn  from  the  997  respondents 
to  the  Base  Year  questionnaire.  When  data  are  reported  for  both  1980  and 
1982,  the  sample  is  restricted  to  the  schools  that  answered  both  the  1980 
and  1982  school  questionnaires. 

A.     SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS 

Students1  achievement,  attitudes,  and  behavior  are  influenced  by  the 
demographic  makeup  of  the  schools  they  attend  as  well  as  by  their 
personal  characteristics.    For  example,  the  educational  programs  provided 
in  a  school  will  be  designed  to  meet  the  educational  and  occupational 
plans  of  its  students  and  their  special  educational  needs.  Schools 
with  70  percent  of  their  students  bound  for  college  will  provide  more 
"college  prep"  courses  than  a  school  where  fewer  than  30  percent  go  on 
to  an  academic,  post-secondary  program.     Schools  with  large  numbers  of 
students  in  need  of  remediation  will  have  to  focus  more  resources  on  a 
basic  skills  curriculum  than  will  schools  with  few  such  students.  The 
1980  school  questionnaire  contains  five  measures  of  student  body  composi- 
tion: (1)  racial/ethnic  composition;  (2)  student  absenteeism  and  dropout 
rates;  (3)  percentage  of  students  classified  as  needing  special  educational 
services;  (4)  percentage  of  college-bound  students;  and  (5)  percentage  of 
schools  with  special  entrance  requirements. 

1*    Racial/Ethnic  Composition 

Table  4-1  shows  the  percentage  of  high  schools  that  were  predominately 
White,  predominately  non-White,  and  integrated  in  1980.    More  than 
one-half  of  the  schools  were  95  to  100  percent  White,  35  percent  were  50 
to  94  percent  White,  and  12  percent  were  predominately  non-White.  These 
figures  vary  widely,  however,  when  schools  are  grouped  by  the  five 
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Table  4-1 


PERCENT  OF  STUDENTS  MHO  ARE  WHITE t  1980 


NUMBER 


NUMBER  OF 


OF 

SCHOOLS 

WITH 

NITH 

HI  In 

UTTU 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED > 

0-49  V. 

50-79  '/. 

80-94  V. 

95-100 

TOTAL 

960 

20044 

11.5 

15.3 

19.8 

53.4 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOU 

227 

4408 

37.0 

14.4 

15.1 

33.4 

MtOIUM 

475 

10566 

4.1 

17.6 

15.5 

62.8 

HIGH 

244 

4946 

4.9 

10.0 

33.1 

52.0 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

841 

15454 

12.6 

15.9 

18.4 

53.1 

CATHOLIC 

81 

1542 

6.7 

24.8 

32.9 

35.7 

PRIVATE 

37 

3026 

<*.7 

6.3 

20.4 

64.6 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

205 

3421 

5.8 

10.9 

24.2 

59.1 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

270 

5910 

3.3 

4.1 

12.1 

80.5 

SOUTH 

290 

6715 

20.1 

27.1 

20.4 

32.4 

WEST 

194 

3976 

14.2 

15.2 

26.5 

44.1 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

242 

3498 

26.9 

20.2 

21.9 

30.9 

SUBURBAN 

462 

7118 

6.2 

16.6 

27.9 

49.3 

RURAL 

255 

9407 

9.8 

12.2 

12.9 

65.1 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199 

58 

6016 

6.8 

9.5 

16.8 

66.9 

200  -  499 

109 

4667 

14,9 

13.0 

19.7 

52.4 

500  -  999 

185 

3688 

10.5 

18.6 

16.0 

55.0 

1000  -  1999 

364 

3704 

10.4 

22.4 

29.3 

37.9 

2000  ft  ABOVE 

183 

94* 

26.5 

27.5 

22.8 

23.2 

NOTE:  PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASEO  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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classif ication  variables.    For  example,  37  percent  of  the  schools  that 
had  a  student  body  with  a  low  average  SES  were  predominately  minority, 
compared  with  4  or  5  percent  of  the  medium  and  high  SES  schools.  A 
larger  percentage  of  large  schools  (2,000  pupils  or  more)  and  of  schools 
located  in  the  South  <md  in  urban  communities  were  predominately  non-White. 
Catholic  schools  were  more  likely  to  have  integrated  student  bodies;  that 
is,  58  percent  of  Catholic  schools  had  student  bodies  that  were  50  to  94 
percent  White,  while  34  percent  of  public  schools  had  this  composition. 

Table  4-2  she  js  the  percentage  of  schools  that  have  varying  concen- 
trations of  Black  *  id  Hispanic  students.    While  8  percent  of  all  schools 
are  estimated  to  be  majority  Black,  25  percent  of  low  SES  schools,  16 
percent  of  school:  in  the  South,  and  18  percent  of  urban  schools  have 
this  racial  makeup.     Six  percent  of  the  nation's  schools  are  estimated  to 
have  an  enrollment  chat  is  20  percent  or  more  Hispanic.    This  figure 
increases  to  12  percent  of  low  SES  schools,  14  percent  of  Catholic 
schools,  and  15  percent  of  schoolb  located  in  the  West. 

Schools  report  that,  on  average,  5  percent  of  their  students  speak 
another  language  at  home.     (See  Table  4-3.)    This  percentage  is  considerably 
higher  in  urban  schcols,  in  rchools  located  in  the  West,  and  in  schools 
enrolling  2,000  students  or  more.     It  is  slightly  higher  in  Catholic 
schools,  reflecting  :H*  Vu'ger  concentration  of  Hispanic  students  described 
above • 

One  factor  affecting  the  racial/ethnic  composition  of  the  schools  is 
court-ordered  desegracion.    Table  4-4  shows  the  percent  of  high  schools 
with  a  court  desegregation  order  in  effect  in  1980.    Thirteen  percent  of 
all  schools  fell  under  such  an  order,  but  the  impact  was  greatest  in  the 
South  and  in  urban  communities. 

2 .     Students'  Absenteeism  and  Dropout  Rates 

Schools  are  grouped  by  approximate  average  daily  attendance  rates  in 
Table  4-5.  In  1980,  36  percent  of  the  schools  had  high  attendance  rates 
(95  to  100  percent),  while  6  percent  showed  high  absenteeism  (attendance 
rates  of  0-84  percent).     High  absenteeism  rates  are  found  among  low  SES 
schools,  schools  located  in  the  West,  urban  schools  and  large  schools, 
while  an  above  average  percentage  of  Catholic  schools  and  small  schools 
reports  iow  absenteeism  rates. 

Dropout  rates  are  measured  as  the  percent  of  high  school  sophomores 
who  dropped  out  of  school  before  graduation,  as  reported  by  the  school 
administration.    Table  4-6  shows  that  reported  dropout  rates  declined 
slightly  between  1980  and  1982,  especially  in  low  SES  schools,  and 
in  schools  located  in  the  Northeast  and  South,  while  dropout  rates 
increased  in  urban  schools  and  the  smaller  schools  (fewer  than  1,000 
students) • 


Table  4-2 

PERCENT  OF  STUJEMTS  MHO  ARE  BLACK  OR  HISPANIC*  1980 


BLACK  HISPANIC 


NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

t 

t 

t 

t 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

X 

t 

t 

t 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

HITH 

HITH 

HITH 

HITH 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

HITH 

HITH 

HiTH 

HITH 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED) 

0-4  t 

5-19  t 

20-49  t 

50-100  I 

SCHOOLS 

(HEIGHTFD) 

0-4  t 

5-19  X 

20-49  t 

50-100 

959 

20033 

68.3 

14.3 

9.8 

7.7 

960 

20079 

81.7 

11.8 

4.1 

2.4 

\  OF  SCHOOL: 

227 

4408 

49.0 

13.6 

12.2 

25.2 

227 

4415 

81.4 

7.1 

4.4 

7.1 

1 

475 

10*66 

76.5 

11.1 

10.3 

2.1 

475 

10591 

82.9 

11.1 

4.6 

1.4 

243 

4935 

68.7 

21.2 

6.1 

4.0 

244 

4950 

80.1 

17.5 

1.9 

0.4 

840 

15442 

67.4 

13.0 

11.0 

8.6 

841 

15466 

83.6 

10.2 

4.0 

2.2 

IC 

81 

1542 

60.7 

29.6 

6.4 

3.3 

81 

1542 

68.0 

18.3 

11.1 

2.6 

E 

37 

3026 

77.1 

12.5 

5.2 

5.2 

37 

3026 

79.7 

16.7 

0.0 

3.5 

REGION: 

AST 

205 

3421 

67.2 

19.8 

9.8 

3.2 

205 

3421 

66.0 

7.9 

2.9 

1.2 

CENTRAL 

270 

5910 

87.6 

7.1 

2.5 

2.8 

267 

5899 

94.8 

3.6 

1.6 

0.0 

289 

6704 

46.6 

18.6 

18.9 

15.9 

292 

6750 

83.6 

9.9 

4.1 

2.4 

194 

3976 

77.6 

12.6 

5.2 

4.7 

195 

3967 

54.4 

30.5 

8.1 

7.0 

YPE: 

242 

3498 

44.9 

19.3 

17.8 

18.0 

241 

3493 

63.8 

24.9 

5.6 

5.7 

iAN 

461 

7106 

65.8 

20.8 

9.5 

3.9 

460 

7091 

60.9 

12.6 

4.6 

1.6 

255 

9407 

79.0 

7.3 

7.0 

6.7 

258 

9473 

89.1 

6.2 

2.9 

1.7 

>9 

56 

6016 

79.8 

9.9 

4.9 

5.3 

58 

6016 

82.4 

11.9 

4.4 

1.3 

499 

109 

4667 

73.5 

8.1 

8.7 

9.7 

109 

4667 

85.3 

9.8 

1.4 

3.5 

999 

105 

368B 

62.3 

19.0 

12.1 

6.7 

1B5 

3716 

87.9 

5.2 

4.6 

2.3 

1999 

363 

3693 

55.2 

22.7 

14.2 

7.9 

365 

3725 

75.9 

17.7 

4.9 

1.5 

r  ABOVE 

183 

946 

46.2 

18.3 

22.3 

13.2 

183 

946 

56.9 

28.2 

9.2 

5.7 

WTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  HEIGHTED  DATA. 
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PERCENT  OF  STUDENTS 


"able  4-3 

«5  ANOTHER  LANGUAGE  AT  HOME  •  1980 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


TOTAL  969 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL* 

LOU  208 

MEOIUM  470 

HIGH  2i3 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  768 

CATHOLIC  72 

PRIVATE  33 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  188 

NORTH  CENTRAL  252 

SOUTH  278 

NEST  175 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  222 

SUBURBAN  425 

RURAL  2^6 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199  50 

200  -  499  104 

500  -  999  174 

1000  -  1999  348 

2000  *  ABOVE  170 


NUHDER  OF 

SCHOOLS  MEAN  STO. 

(WEIGHTED)  RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


20467  4.85  14.17 


3835  7.22  17.17 

10504  4.66  15.50 

4266  3.73  6.52 


14654  3.75  11.25 

1395  5.57  10.85 

2565  11.66  25.79 


3181  4.50  9.46 

5861  1.29  5.40 

6358  3.69  10.75 

3215  14.70  26.60 


2835  14.39  26.51 

6655  4.44  12.0/ 

9124  2.44  8.02 


5319  5.14  16.87 

4524  4.22  12.57 

3586  4.08  12.92 

3547  4.52  10.18 

885  10.65  20.18 


77 


Table  4-4 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  WITH  A  COURT  DESEGREGATION  OROER  IN  EFFECT*  1980 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(NEIGHTEO) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
OEVIATION 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOU 

MEOIUM 
HIGH 


980 


212 
469 
220 


20081 


3875 
10?05 
4101 


13.31 


21.07 
8.56 
15.98 


33.97 


40.78 
27.97 
36.64 


HOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


805 
70 
28 


14814 
1302 
2174 


12.37 
15.12 
14.65 


32.93 
35.82 
35.37 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


188 
257 
278 
180 


3080 
5926 
6464 
2900 


13.39 
5.04 

23.28 
4.98 


34.05 
21.89 
42.26 
21.75 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


223 
430 
250 


2536 
6652 
9181 


42.26 
11.61 
5.62 


49.40 
32.03 
23.04 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  t  ABOVE 


48 
103 
175 
358 
171 


5004 
4578 
3590 
3646 
895 


9.34 
6.22 
11.92 
20.19 
37.18 


29.10 
24.15 
32. 4X 
40.14 
48.33 
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Table  4-5. 


AVERAGE  DAILY  PERCEKT  ATTENDANCE*  1980 


NUMBER 


NUMBER  OF 


OF 

SCHOOLS 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

criinnt 
•H.riuui.3 

f  LtETfllTCn  \ 

I WtlbHTcD 1 

ft    OA  V 

0-O4  A 

65-89  *A 

90-94  *A 

95-100 

TOTAL 

1  QQQA 

AO  *? 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW 

226 

4305 

14.7 

11.8 

53.7 

19.6 

MEDIUM 

477 

10649 

2.9 

8.9 

48.0 

40.3 

HIGH 

240 

4917 

4.3 

9.1 

45.6 

41.0 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

640 

15404 

6.5 

9.3 

53.5 

30.  a 

CATHOLIC 

61 

1544 

0.2 

1.3 

26.5 

71.9 

PRIVATE 

37 

3026 

5.2 

15.6 

35.8 

43.4 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

203 

3253 

7.5 

9.8 

47.0 

35.7 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

274 

6156 

4.4 

4.4 

42.8 

48.4 

SOUTH 

293 

6626 

2.6 

10.5 

60.2 

26.7 

NEST 

166 

3939 

11.9 

16.2 

40.1 

31.8 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBfe» 

242 

3491 

15.2 

25.9 

32.0 

26.9 

SUBURBAN 

462 

7065 

5.6 

7.2 

53.0 

34.2 

RURAL 

254 

9419 

2.4 

5.4 

51.8 

40.4 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199 

56 

6016 

6.3 

9.9 

40.2 

41.6 

200  -  499 

106 

4564 

0.9 

5*5 

47.9 

45.7 

500  -  999 

166 

3769 

3.4 

10.1 

48.3 

36.2 

1000  -  1999 

362 

3705 

6.5 

11.9 

61.2 

20.4 

2000  A  ABOVE 

163 

939 

15.4 

20.3 

48.2 

16.2 

NOTE:  PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table  4-6 

KtctKT  or  Kmormti  wopmmq  out  befog*  tniy  maouati 


IW  9UI1TX0MAIM 


1961  OAICSTIONAIRE 


iwor  kmooh 

IXC 

KMC 

MTI 

KC  WHOM* 

miAir 
m  ctrntAL 
m 
r 

r  rmi 

IN 


int 


i  -  ifff 

I  •  AMVt 


MUHMM 

vwjnociv  vr 

jj 

ii  Mir  d 

g 

or 

•CHOOLI 

MITH 

MXTM 

MXTM 

MITM 

or 

SCHOOLS 

MITH 

MXTM 

MITH 

MXTM 

■CHOOLi 

f  UAf  AUTVA  1 

14-14  y 

lU  It  4 

•A. 144  y 

MB  T4UTAH  \ 

iMcivn lew  I 

A. 4  V 

a. a  y 

9   '  ft 

ia.io  y 

94-1 AA 

III 

AT? 

1A4A4 

4?  7 

•A  4 
CO. A 

7  4 

AAA 

1A444 

47  4 

PA  4 

1A  7 

IT.  f 

4  A 

A.  T 

9AA 

(VI 

1A1A 

14  7 

11  7 

If  A 

ta  a 

f  AA 
cvv 

39.4 

14.7 

19  7 

14  1 

19  .4 

449 

43.1 

>0.0 

11.6 

1.3 

44f 

10494 

'  3,0 

31.4 

12.6 

3.0 

It! 

41M 

4f.4 

10.1 

6.1 

1.0 

no 

4146 

47.5 

11.6 

11.7 

6.0 

m 

14447 

37.1 

17.1 

11.6 

f.6 

7f3 

14447 

41.0 

30.6 

11.0 

6.4 

74 

1411 

69.7 

l.f 

1.3 

0.0 

74 

1411 

93.1 

4.1 

1.0 

0.7 

St 

MM 

M.I 

13.1 

1.4 

0.0 

31 

1406 

41.9 

7.9 

16.1 

13.1 

164 

mt 

lt.4 

14.0 

10.1 

3.6 

164 

3111 

41.0 

15.5 

10.3 

3.2 

m 

MM 

H.4 

M.t 

17.4 

4.1 

2H 

5914 

10.0 

11.1 

26.2 

2.6 

m 

4349 

41.1 

16.4 

11.3 

11.1 

100 

4*49 

43.7 

19.1 

19.1 

6.1 

177 

J099 

43.4 

14.f 

17.1 

11.1 

177 

309? 

36.9 

14. V 

16.0 

16.1 

tlf 

tTff 

17.1 

11.3 

14. f 

14.6 

119 

1799 

44.4 

14.5 

25.0 

15.9 

417 

4331 

M.4 

10.4 

14.6 

4.1 

417 

4331 

S3.i 

17.0 

14.7 

4.6 

m 

93» 

4*.3 

14.4 

14.4 

4.6 

153 

9355 

44.9 

17.9 

21.6 

5.7 

♦7 

4t64 

71.1 

16.3 

1.4 

O.f 

47 

4964 

54.7 

15.3 

10.7 

7.4 

IN 

MM 

47.0 

16.0 

11.0 

4.0 

106 

44M 

50.5 

30.1 

14.0 

3.4 

in 

3141 

40.4 

14.0 

16.7 

7.7 

174 

3541 

44.1 

30.6 

17.7 

5.1 

»i 

3401 

31.7 

tf.f 

15.  9 

11.5 

351 

3405 

36.9 

30.1 

22.5 

6.4 

m 

041 

It.l 

16.6 

16.0 

13.7 

144 

641 

36.1 

11.3 

24.6 

11.7 

00 


ICtMTMt*  AMC  6A6CD  OM  MUOHTtO  DATA. 
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3.  Students  with  Special  Educational  Needs 

Table  4-7  shows  the  mean  percent  of  students  classified  by  schools 
as  handicapped  in  1980,  3.7  percent.    A  slightly  larger  percentage  of 
students  are  classified  as  handicapped  in  low  SES  than  in  high  SES 
schools,  in  urban  than  in  rural  schools,  and  in  schools  in  the  West. 
Little  variation  exists  among  schools  grouped  by  size.    Catholic  schools 
have  only  1  percent  of  their  students  classified  as  handicapped  compared 
with  4  percent  in  public  schools. 

Tables  4-8  and  4-9  group  schools  by  the  percentage  of  students 
vfoo  needed  remedial  help  in  mathematics,  reading,  or  English  in  1982. 
Twenty-one  percent  of  the  schools  reported  30  percent  or  more  of  their 
students  needing  remedial  math  help,  and  18  percent  of  the  schools 
reported  30  percent  or  more  of  their  students  needing  remedial  reading  or 
English  help.    Considerable  variation  appears  when  schools  are  grouped  by 
student  SES,  school  type,  region,  and  community  type.    Forty  to  47 
percent  of  low  SES  schools  have  large  percentages  of  students  needing 
remedial  help,  compared  with  10  to  15  percent  of  medium  and  high  SES 
schools.  While  public  and  Catholic  schools  do  not  differ  a  great  deal  in 
the  percent  of  students  needing  remediation  in  mathematics,  20  percent  of 
public  schools  report  large  numbers  of  students  needing  remedial  reading 
or  English  help  compared  with  3  to  6  percent  of  Catholic  schools.  The 
need  for  remediation  is  also  higher  in  the  South  and  West  than  in  the 
Northeast  and  North-Central  regions,  and  in  urban  than  in  suburban  or 
rural  schools. 

4.  College-Bound  Students 

The  concentration  of  college-bound  students  in  schools  is  shown 
in  Table  4-10.     In  1982,  45  percent  of  the  schools  reported  that  50 
percent  or  more  of  their  graduates  attended  a  2-  or  4-year  college. 
These  percentages  ranged,  however,  from  21  percent  in  low  SES  schools  to 
86  percent  in  high  SES  schools;  from  37  percent  in  public  schools  to  92 
percent  in  Catholic  schools;  and  from  62  percent  in  urban  schools  to  39 
percent  in  rural  schools.    In  addition,  a  substantially  larger  percentage 
of  schools  in  the  Northeast  had  a  majority  of  their  students  attend 
college  than  did  schools  in  the  other  regions  of  the  country. 

5.  Use  of  Entrance  Requirements 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  composition  of  students  in  public 
schools  differs  from  that  in  Catholic  and  other  private  schools  because 
the  latter  types  of  schools  use  entrance  requirements  to  screen  prospective 
students.    Table  4-11  shows  the  percent  of  schools  using  any  one  of  a 
number  of  special  entrance  requirements  in  1982,  and  Table  4-12  shows  the 
percent  of  schools  with  entrance  requirements  that  include  some  form  of 
testing.    Three  percent  of  the  public  schools  and  67  percent  of  the 
Catholic  schools  reported  using  some  form  of  entrance  requirement  in  19*2. 
Four  percent  of  low  MS  and  39  percent  of  high  SES  schools  screened 
students.    Only  36  percent  of  schools  with  entrance  requirements  used 
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Table  4-7 


PERCENT  OF  STUDENTS  CLASSIFIED  AS  HANDICAPPED*  1980 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
< WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


687 


19012 


3.73 


5.89 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 


185 
430 
209 


3503 
9929 
4148 


4.84 
3.57 
2.86 


5.24 
4.89 
5.06 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


720 
73 
32 


13613 
1410 

2564 


4.13 
1.14 
2.47 


4.99 
1.92 
5.86 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


171 

242 
248 
164 


2813 
5724 
5950 
3100 


3.24 
3.58 
3.46 
4.55 


4.47 
5.01 
3.90 
7.07 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
UPBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


204 
391 
230 


2695 
6216 
8676 


2.68 
3.31 
4.20 


4.29 
4.99 
5,24 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


50 
100 
171 
341 
163 


5319 
4424 
3514 
3473 
856 


3.67 
3.41 
4.05 
3.63 
3.30 


6.91 
4.00 
4.77 
3.13 
3,17 
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Table  4-8 


PERCENT  OF  STUDENTS  NEEDING  REMEDIAL  MATH  HELPi  19B2 


NUMBER 


NUMBER  OF 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

school  type; 

PUBLIC 

CATHOLIC 

PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION"- 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


OF 

SCHOOLS 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

NITH 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED ) 

0-9  y. 

10-19  y. 

20-29  */• 

937 

19477 

22-5 

35 . 2 

21  .H 

91  0 

ex .  v 

228 

4246 

27  9 
t.  *  .  c 

20 .8 

47.5 

47'* 

10611 

25.8 

38.1 

21.4 

14.8 

232 

4606 

31.6 

35.8 

21.9 

10.7 

828 

15314 

22.5 

33.8 

21.5 

22.3 

75 

1440 

35.0 

33.5 

14.7 

16.8 

34 

?723 

16.0 

44.1 

24.4 

15.5 

198 

3271 

37.0 

33.2 

16.6 

13.2 

259 

5993 

30.1 

38.2 

20.3 

11.4 

290 

6608 

11.2 

36.3 

22.4 

30.1 

190 

3605 

17,3 

29.9 

25.5 

27.3 

231 

3199 

7.3 

35.8 

26.4 

30.5 

447 

6668 

29.1 

32.4 

19.7 

18.8 

259 

9609 

23.0 

36.9 

20.9 

19.3 

51 

5476 

18.7 

42.6 

21.4 

17.3 

105 

4629 

25.6 

31.0 

18.3 

25.0 

179 

3679 

26.2 

37.7 

19.0 

17.0 

356 

3635 

21.9 

34.1 

24.0 

19.9 

174 

909 

18.8 

30.7 

21.0 

29.5 

NOTE:  PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table  4-9 

PERCENT  OF  STUDENTS  NGEOIUG  REMEDIAL  READING  OR  ENGLISH  HELP,  1982 


REMEDIAL  READING 


REMEDIAL  ENGLISH 


NUMBER 

Ml  MB  CD  flC 

NUnoEK  OF 

A 

y 

y 

y 

NUnCCN 

y 

yt 

y 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

NITH 

NITH 

NITH 

NITH 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

WITH 

KITH 

NITH 

NITH 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED) 

0-9  'A 

10-19  V. 

20-29  V. 

30-100  X 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED) 

0-9  V. 

10-19  t 

20-29  X 

30-100 

937 

19451 

21.3 

38.6 

22.1 

18.1 

923 

18991 

21.0 

37.4 

23.7 

18.0 

229 

4232 

5.8 

25.3 

21.6 

47.3 

224 

4069 

3.1 

32.8 

21.9 

42.2 

473 

10455 

22.2 

43.5 

23.9 

10.4 

465 

103U 

23.5 

40.7 

25.0 

10.8 

232 

4749 

33.0 

39.7 

18.6 

8.8 

231 

4596 

31.1 

34.0 

22.4 

12.5 

829 

15291 

19.5 

36.1 

23.8 

20.6 

617 

14998 

20.2 

36.2 

24.3 

19.3 

74 

1437 

31.6 

52.1 

13.6 

2.7 

73 

1428 

30.7 

47.5 

16.4 

5.5 

34 

2723 

25.7 

45.4 

17.3 

11.6 

53 

2565 

19.9 

38.7 

24.5 

16.8 

195 

3225 

31.6 

46.1 

13.7 

8.6 

190 

3214 

33.2 

41.6 

16.6 

8.6 

265 

6D69 

22.3 

43.3 

25.6 

8.7 

258 

5955 

24.2 

38.6 

26.9 

10.3 

285 

6549 

16.5 

28.4 

25.5 

29.7 

266 

6385 

12.4 

33.6 

26.0 

28.1 

192 

3608 

18.9 

42.4 

17.7 

21.0 

189 

3438 

19.9 

38.3 

20.6 

21.2 

232 

3047 

14.1 

33.6 

23.6 

28.6 

227 

3021 

12.7 

30.4 

28.0 

26.9 

446 

6832 

26.6 

39.4 

18.2 

15.8 

441 

6560 

24.0 

38.5 

19.6 

17.9 

259 

9572 

19.7 

39.6 

24.4 

lb. 3 

255 

9409 

21.5 

38.8 

25.2 

14.5 

199 

51 

5476 

17.7 

40.0 

24.9 

17.4 

50 

5319 

18.2 

38.1 

28.2 

15.5 

-  499 

105 

4652 

24.5 

37.2 

19.1 

19.1 

101 

4416 

24.2 

36.3 

22.4 

17.1 

-  999 

178 

3640 

23.3 

42.2 

20.4 

14.2 

178 

3629 

24.0 

39.1 

20.1 

16.8 

1  -  1999 

356 

3630 

22.9 

35.8 

22.2 

19.1 

354 

3612 

21.0 

35.8 

23.4 

19.8 

1  1  ABOVE 

175 

910 

16.5 

33.3 

24.9 

25.3 

169 

881 

14.0 

33.6 

24.7 

27.7 

ICENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 


Table  4-10 


PERCENT  OF  LAST  YEAR'S  GRADUATES  ATTENDING  A  Z  OR  4  YEAR  COLLEGE 


1980  QUESTIONAIRE  1982  CtJESTIONAIRE 


NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

'A 

y. 

V. 

'A 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

y. 

yt 

y. 

yt 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

HITH 

I1ITH 

HITH 

WITH 

OF 

SCHOOLS^ 

WITH 

HITH 

HITH 

HI7H 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED) 

0-29  'A 

30-49  'A 

50-69  'A 

70-100  Y. 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED) 

0-  29  V. 

30-49  'A 

50-69  'A 

70-100 

Q9A 

i  ac/iA 
1©5W 

26.6 

34.0 

21.1 

18.3 

920 

18544 

21.4 

33.3 

25.1 

20.3 

9c9  UP  atnUUL* 

| 

217 

3891 

51.7 

37.7 

ft  C 

9  A 

lam 
3891 

41.  o 

36.8 

19.8 

1.6 

IUM 

475 

10575 

25.8 

40.8 

26.3 

7.2 

475 

10575 

18.7 

42.6 

28.5 

10.2 

H 

225 

4064 

4.5 

12.8 

19.8 

62.9 

225 

4064 

8.6 

5.8 

21.1 

64.5 

YPE: 

LIC 

814 

14853 

31.0 

39.1 

*2.1 

7.8 

814 

14853 

23.3 

28.9 

7.8 

HOLIC 

75 

1440 

0.0 

13.6 

23.4 

63.0 

75 

1440 

0.0 

7.9 

13.1 

79.0 

VATE 

31 

2250 

14.0 

13.2 

13.6 

59.2 

31 

2250 

19.1 

*5.5 

7.3 

65.1 

IIC  REGION! 

TNEAST 

195 

3231 

15.8 

30.2 

24.4 

29.7 

195 

3231 

10.5 

27.9 

27.8 

33.9 

TN  CENTRAL 

262 

6002 

17.8 

45.7 

23.8 

12.6 

262 

6002 

15.2 

41.8 

30.0 

13.0 

ITH 

279 

6185 

36.4 

27.2 

18.5 

18.0 

279 

6185 

28.6 

30.5 

22.1 

18.8 

T 

184 

3126 

35.1 

28.9 

17.8 

18.2 

184 

3126 

30.2 

28.1 

18.5 

23.2 

Y  TYPE: 

AN 

226 

2670 

20.6 

28.6 

16.1 

34.7 

226 

2670 

16.1 

22.2 

20.3 

41.4 

UREAN 

440 

6779 

21.7 

31.6 

22.4 

24.3 

440 

6779 

20.1 

31.9 

23.3 

24.7 

AL 

254 

9095 

31.9 

37.4 

21.7 

9.1 

254 

9095 

23.8 

37.6 

27.8 

10.8 

IZE: 

199 

48 

5004 

27.4 

21.2 

22.5 

28.8 

48 

5004 

23.3 

20.7 

20.2 

35.9 

-  499 

103 

4448 

36.3 

37.7 

10. 8 

15*2 

103 

4448 

29.9 

34.6 

24.1 

11.3 

-  999 

178 

3658 

24.0 

39.6 

20.1 

16.3 

178 

3658 

21.6 

37.4 

23.4 

17.6 

0  -  1999 

360 

3669 

12.1 

45.1 

32.0 

10.8 

360 

3669 

10.4 

40.2 

34.1 

15.3 

0  I  ABOVE 

175 

912 

13.4 

29.4 

32.6 

24.6 

175 

912 

8.8 

31.8 

34.2 

25.1 

RCENTA6ES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA, 
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Table  4-11 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  NITH  VARIOUS  SPECIAL  ENTRANCE  REQUIREMENTS,  1982 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


TOTAL  956 

AVERAGE  CfcS  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  215 

MEDIUM  474 

HIGH  227 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  fill 

CATHOLIC  74 

FRIVATE  33 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  19? 

NORTH  CENTRAL  25£ 

SOUTH  2f-^ 

NEST  104 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  225 

SUBURBAN  44  0 

RURAL  252 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  *  199  50 

200  -  499  105 

500  -  999  177 

1000  -  1999  360 

2000  ft  ABOVE  176 


NU?1bER  OF 

SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD. 

(WEIGHTED  I  RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


19802  16.01  36.67 

3996  4.21  20.07 

1C554  10.54  30.71 

4374  38.64  48.69 

14*)43  3.37  18.03 

1425  66.85  47.08 

2565  59.07  49.17 

3203  23.56  42.44 

5927  7.26  25.95 

6508  17.00  37.57 

3295  20.61  40.45 

2853  35.44  47.83 

6782  22.37  41.67 

9298  4.76  21.29 

5319  20.89  40.65 

4653  17.27  37.80 

3620  16.00  36.66 

3650  9.04  29.79 

914  5.10  22.01 
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Table  4-12 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  WHOSE  ENTRANCE  REQUIREMENT  INCLUDES  SOME  FORM  OF  TEST,  1982 


NUMBER  NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN  STO. 

SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED)  RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL  129 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  19 

MEDIUM  42 

HIGH  62 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  40 

CATHOLIC  61 

PRIVATE  22 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  35 

NORTH  CENTRAL  32 

SOUTH  37 

WEST  19 

COMMUNITY  TYPE. 

URBAN  36 

SUBURBAN  73 

RURAL  14 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199  10 

200  -  499  28 

500  -  999  3? 

1000  -  1999  40 

2000  t  ABOVE  6 


3006  36.07  48.02 


144  36.34  48.10 

1079  58.08  49.34 

1583  25.01  43.31 


445  21.54  41.11 

878  45.91  49.83 

1482  38.85  48.74 


647  22.93  42.04 

428  53.17  49.90 

1051  52.61  49.93 

679  21.49  61.07 


953  34.22  47.45 

1443  36.22  48.06 

410  55.18  49.73 


1111  41.98  49.35. 

698  32.40  46.80 

523  40.28  49.05 

360  35.79  47.94 

43  29.19  45.47 


90 
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some  form  of  testing,  including  22  percent  of  public  schools,  46  percent 
of  Catholic  schools,  and  39  percent  of  non-Catholic  private  schools  with 
entrance  requirements. 


A  second  set  of  factors  affecting  the  quality  of  students1  educational 
experiences  is  the  resources  available  to  provide  the  type  of  educational 
program  needed  by  students  with  different  kinds  of  educational  needs. 
Five  kinds  of  resources  are  examined  here:     (1)  school  staff,  (2)  curri- 
culum, (3)  amount  of  instructional  time,  (4)  quality  of  facilities,  and 
(5)  level  of  expenditures. 

1.     School  Staff 

Three  characteristics  of  school  staff  are  described  below:  the 
number  of  teachers  and  other  staff  per  100  students  in  1980,  the  percent 
of  teachers  holding  advanced  degrees,  and  the  teacher  turnover  rcte. 

a.  Staff  per  100  students.     In  1980,  the  mean  number  of  classroom 
teachers  per  100  students  reported  by  the  schools  was  9.6.    (See  Table 
4-13.)    High  SES  schools  had  an  average  of  10.6  teachers  coftpatad  with 
8.6  in  low  SES  schools,  and  public  schools  had  8.1  compared  witch  5.9  in 
Catholic  schools.    Urban  and  rural  schools  show  a  much  larger  ratio  than 
suburban  schools,  and,  not  surprisingly,  the  ratio  is  strongly  related  to 
school  size.    Table  4-14  presents  similar  data  on  three  kinds  of  non- 
teaching  specialists.    With  regard  to  remedial  specialists  and  librarians, 
little  variation  is  found  across  the  classification  variables  except  for 
school  size.    High  SES  schools,  schools  in  the  West  and  schools  in  urban 
communities  have  more  counselors  per  100  students  than  do  otuer  types  of 
schools • 

b.  Percentage  of  staff  with  advanced  degrees.    Table  4-15  shows 
the  percentage  of  schools  with  low,  moderate,  and  high  number*  r»f  high 
school  teachers  holding  master's  or  doctor's  degrees  in  1980.  The 
majority  of  the  staff  hold  advanced  degrees  in  nearly  32  percent  of  the 
schools  nationally.    Large  differences  exist  among  groups  of  schools, 
however.    For  example,  48  percent  of  high  SES  and  24  percent  of  low 
SES  schools  had  a  majority  of  their  teachers  holding  advanced  negrees. 
Similar  contrasts  are  57  percent  in  the  Northeast  versus  23  percent  in 
the  West;  43  percent  in  urban  schools  versus  22  percent  in  rural  schools; 
and  15  percent  in  schools  with  less  than  200  students  versus  67  percent 
in  schools  with  more  than  2,000  students. 

c.  Teacher  turnover.    Administrators  were  asked  to  report  the 
percentage  of  full-time  high  school  teachers  who  left  their  schools  for 
reasons  other  than  death  or  retirement.    Table  4-16  shows  than  20 
percent  of  the  nation's  high  schools  had  a  turnover  rate  cf  20  percent  or 
more  in  1980.    There  is  little  difference  in  teacher  turnover  r<*te  when 
districts  are  grouped  by  student  SES,  but  Catholic  schools,  schools  in 
rural  areas,  and  the  smallest  schools  had  a  substantially  higher  teacher 


B.     SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


Table  4-13 

NUMBER  OF  CLASSROOM  TEACHERS  PER  100  STUDENTS,  1980 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMDER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
( WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD . 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SE3  «F  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  *  ABOVE 


919 


192 

445 
217 


753 
72 
31 


176 
246 
263 
171 


210 
411 
235 


49 
100 
175 
357 
175 


19336 


3557 
10053 
4123 


13962 
1373 
2406 


2863 
5734 
6159 
2905 


2578 
6414 
8749 


5162 
4461 
3569 
3642 
907 


9.63 


8.58 
8.79 
10.56 


8.07 
5.87 
17.38 


8.57 
8.76 
9.18 
10.46 


11.74 
6.85 
10.10 


16.02 
8.25 
5.67 
5.11 
4.62 


13.50 


12.86 
14.86 
9.39 


14.10 
1.71 
9.45 


7.45 
19.25 

7.03 
14.08 


16.93 
3.47 
16.26 


23.01 
4.01 
1.63 
1.07 
0.89 
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Table  4-14 

NUMBER  OF  NON-TEACHING  SPECIALISTS  PER  100  STUDENTS 


REMEDIAL  SPEC. 


LIBRARIANS 


COUNSELORS 


NUMBER 

NUMBER 

NUMBER 

OF 

HGTD 

STD. 

OF 

WGTO 

STD. 

OF 

NGTD 

STD. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

DEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

DEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

TOTAL 

903 

19212 

0.31 

0.52 

931 

19657 

0.36 

0.51 

932 

*%65 

C.70 

1.90 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  XHOOL: 

LOU 

207 

3829 

0.29 

0.44 

215 

4023 

0.34 

0.47 

215 

4023 

0.44 

0.69 

MEDIUM 

456 

10570 

0.34 

0.48 

465 

10691 

0.39 

0.57 

466 

10699 

0.43 

0.89 

HIGH 

228 

4691 

0.28 

0.66 

238 

4820 

0.33 

0.36 

238 

4820 

1.54 

3.41 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

7e9 

14657 

0.31 

0.43 

612 

15022 

0.34 

0.51 

813 

15030 

0.41 

0.81 

CATHOLIC 

77 

1477 

0.24 

0.46 

82 

1556 

0.47 

0.55 

82 

1556 

0.55 

0.60 

PRIVATE 

36 

3057 

0.37 

0.85 

36 

3057 

0.41 

0.45 

36 

3057 

2.24 

4.13 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

191 

3154 

0.33 

0.46 

198 

3243 

0.32 

0.38 

198 

3243 

0.61 

0.78 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

254 

5918 

0.22 

0.38 

265 

6026 

0.47 

0.71 

265 

6026 

0.47 

1.16 

SOUTH 

275 

6294 

0.30 

0.49 

280 

6510 

0.34 

0.34 

281 

6518 

0.40 

0.35 

NEST 

184 

3824 

0.46 

0.75 

187 

3856 

0.27 

0.42 

187 

3656 

1.65 

3.80 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

218 

3£15 

0.29 

0.77 

229 

3299 

0.29 

0.46 

230 

3307 

l.£3 

2.75 

SUBURBAN 

436 

6768 

0.22 

0.31 

448 

6936 

C.21 

0.20 

448 

6936 

0.77 

2.27 

RURAL 

2'.8 

9207 

0.39 

0.53 

253 

9400 

0.50 

0.63 

253 

9400 

0.47 

0.98 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199 

59 

6162 

0.52 

0.80 

59 

6162 

0.68 

0.77 

59 

6162 

1.44 

3.19 

200  -  499 

110 

4596 

0.31 

0.37 

112 

4783 

0.35 

0.26 

112 

4783 

0.46 

0.78 

500  -  999 

186 

3747 

0.19 

0.20 

194 

3896 

0.19 

0.09 

194 

3696 

0.34 

0.37 

1000  -  1999 

364 

3739 

0.16 

0.15 

376 

3826 

0.13 

0.05 

377 

3834 

0.29 

0.08 

2P00  ft  ABOVE 

103 

947 

0.14 

0.14 

169 

968 

0.10 

0.04 

189 

968 

0.27 

0.09 
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Table  4-15 

PERCENT  OF  FACULTY  WITH  MASTER'S  OR  DOCTORATE  DEGREES,  1980 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  t  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


973 


231 
485 
240 


849 
83 
37 


206 
275 
297 
191 


238 
469 
263 


59 
111 
189 
369 
184 


NUMBER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED ) 


20531 


4539 
10959 
4946 


15788 
1572 
3170 


3421 
6205 
6983 
3923 


3459 
7219 
9853 


6269 
4746 
3309 
3778 
949 


y. 

y. 

*i 

Z 

NITH 

WITH 

WITH 

NITH 

0-29  V. 

30-49  X 

50-69  Z 

711-100 

36.3 

32.1 

19.9 

11.7 

36.0 

37.8 

12.0 

14.2 

40.4 

30.7 

18.6 

10.4 

27.6 

30.4 

£9.5 

12.5 

36.6 

31.2 

18.8 

13.4 

27.6 

39.1 

22.3 

11.0 

39.2 

32.8 

24.2 

3.8 

20.3 

21.8 

26.0 

31.9 

40.7 

31.6 

16.0 

11.7 

38.6 

34.0 

21.3 

6.1 

39.2 

38.2 

18.2 

4.3 

33.5 

23.3 

26.6 

16.5 

30.3 

30.5 

23.7 

15.5 

41.6 

36.3 

14.7 

7.3 

51.6 

32.9 

14.3 

1.2 

44.3 

31.4 

16.1 

8.3 

27.9 

37.3 

21.7 

13.1 

12.7 

33.9 

31.6 

21.7 

11.5 

21.2 

34.0 

33.3 

NOTE:  PERCENUGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table  4-16 

PERCENT  OF  FACULTY  LEAVING  NOT  DUE  TO  DEATH  OR  RETIREMENT.  1980 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION? 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  *  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


979 


NUMBER  OF 


233 
489 

244 


860 
83 
36 


207 
276 
299 
197 


241 
472 
266 


58 
110 
191 
373 
187 


SCHOOLS 

WITH 

WITH 

NITH 

WITH 

1  UETKllTEfl  1 
1  NCXufl  1  CU  1 

0-4  JC 

5*9  X 

10-19  y. 

20-100  ; 

20411 

JO*  X 

15.7 

26.1 

20.1 

4477 

41.1 

11.9 

30.2 

16.8 

11020 

37.8 

18.5 

22.6 

21.1 

4827 

36.0 

12.6 

30.7 

20.7 

15826 

41.4 

16.1 

25.4 

17.0 

1572 

25.8 

12.2 

31.9 

30.1 

3013 

27.0 

15.6 

26.4 

31.0 

3426 

55.1 

18.8 

17.9 

8.2 

6219 

30.9 

16.0 

27.0 

26.1 

6973 

33.9 

13.5 

32.3 

20.3 

3793 

42.4 

16.4 

20.5 

20.7 

3318 

44.6 

15.9 

23.3 

16.2 

7187 

42.1 

20.2 

24.3 

13.5 

9906 

33.0 

12.4 

28.3 

26.2 

6111 

22.5 

9.9 

25.4 

42.2 

4693 

37.4 

16.3 

28.7 

17.6 

3852 

45.2 

14.4 

27.9 

12.4 

3792 

50.6 

23.8 

22.0 

3.6 

959 

57.1 

22.2 

18.6 

2.1 

NOTE:  PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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tumover  rate  than  other  kinds  of  schools.  Public  schools,  schools  in 
the  Northeast,  and  large  schools  showed  the  greatest  staff  stability. 


Curriculum 


This  section  looks  at  the  availability  of  educational  programs 
in  high  schools  throughout  the  country.     Special  attention  is  given  to 
advanced  mathematics,  science,  and  foreign  language  courses;  Advanced 
Placement  (AP)  courses;  and  programs  for  students  with  special  educational 
needs . 

a'    Availability  of  advanced  academic  courses.     In  1980,  adminis- 
trators were  asked  whether  their  schools  offered  specific  kinds  of 
courses.    Table  4-17  shows  the  percent  of  schools  offering  advanced 
mathematics  courses  (geometry,  second  year  of  algebra,  trigonometry  and 
calculus).     Ninety-six  percent  of  the  schools  offered  geometry  and  a 
second  year  of  algebra,  with  little  variation  among  groups  of  schools. 
Many  fewer  schools  offered  trigonometry  (76  percent).    High  SES  schools 
and  Catholic  schools  were  more  likely  to  offer  trigonometry  than  low  SES 
schools  and  public  schools.     Schools  in  the  Northeast,  those  in  urban  and 
suburban  communities  and  large  schools  were  also  more  likely  to  offer 
this  course.    While  only  47  percent  of  the  schools  offered  calculus 
nationally,  it  could  be  found  in  62  percent  of  the  Catholic  schools,  68 
percent  of  high  SES  schools,  80  percent  of  schools  in  the  Northeast,  and 
81  percent  of  schools  enrolling  more  than  2,000  students.     In  contrast, 
only  29  percent  of  low  SES  schools,  35  percent  of  rural  schools,  and  25 
percent  of  schools  with  fewer  than  200  students  offered  the  course. 

Chemistry  and  physics  are  offered  widely  (93  percent  and  89  percent 
of  schools,  respectively),  but  not  as  widely  in  low  SES  schools  (78 
percent),  urban  schools  (83  percent),  and  very  small  schools  (74  percent). 
(See  Table  4-18.) 

Fewer  than  one-half  of  the  high  schools  offered  a  third  year  of 
?Eanimhv?r  French'  and  onlv  20  percent  offered  a  third  year  of  German. 
(See  Table  4-19.)    High  SES  schools  were  three  times  as  likely  to  offer 
these  courses  as  low  SES  schools,  and  a  much  larger  percentage  of  Catholic 
schools,  schools  in  the  Wortheast ,  and  large  schools  provided  these 
opportunities  to  their  students  than  other  types  of  schools.     In  fact, 
fewer  than  one-third  of  rural  schools  and  low  SES  schools  offered  a  third 
year  of  a  foreign  language. 

b'    Advanced  Placement  courses.     The  percentage  of  schools  offering 
Advanced  Placement  courses  increased  slightly  between  1980  and  1982, 
from  30  to  35  percent.     (See  Table" 4-20.)    The  availability  of  these 
courses  continued  to  vary  greatly  across  types  of  schools,  however.  For 
example,  in  1982,  only  23  percent  of  low  SES  schools  but  65  percent  of 
high  SES  schools  offered  AP  courses.    AP  courses  were  less  available  to 
public  school  than  to  Catholic  school  students  (34  versus  47  percent);  to 
students  attending  school  in  the  North-Central  region  than  to  students  in 
the  Northeast  (22  versus  60  percent);  to  students  in  rural  than  in  urban 
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Table  4-17 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  THE  FOLLONING  AOVANCEO  HATH  COURSES*  1980 


GEOMETRY  2ND  YEAR  ALGEBRA  TRIGONOMETRY  CALCULUS 


NUMBER 

NUMBER 

NUMBER 

NUMBER 

OF 

NGTD 

STD. 

OF 

NGTD 

STD. 

OF 

NGTD 

STD. 

OF 

NGTD 

STD. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

m 

20784 

96.64 

18.03 

993 

20749 

96.46 

18.48 

988 

20716 

75.96 

42.73 

985 

20585 

46.64 

49.89 

SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

N 

215 

3996 

91.30 

28.18 

214 

3984 

92.94 

25.62 

214 

3992 

63.19 

48.23 

213 

3977 

29.29 

45.51 

DIUM 

474 

10554 

99.99 

1.12 

473 

10525 

99.23 

8.73 

474 

10554 

79.63 

40.27 

467 

10380 

45.12 

49.76 

GH 

226 

4367 

99.45 

7.41 

227 

4374 

95.31 

21.14 

221 

4304 

87.47 

33.11 

226 

4361 

68.03 

46.64 

TYPE: 

BLIC 

810 

14936 

97.51 

15.56 

809 

14901 

97.44 

15.78 

807 

14908 

77.30 

41.89 

801 

14738 

46.91 

49.90 

THOLIC 

74 

1425 

99.91 

3.06 

74 

1425 

97.96 

14.14 

72 

1386 

89.83 

30.22 

74 

1425 

62.04 

48.53 

IVATE 

33 

2565  100.00 

0.0 

33 

2565 

93.86 

24.00 

32 

2564 

75.29 

43.13 

33 

2565 

40.04 

49.00 

HIC  REGION: 

RTHEAST 

190 

3196 

99.60 

6.34 

189 

3161 

93.18 

25.21 

190 

3196 

91.70 

27.59 

187 

3168 

80.39 

39.70 

RTH  CENTRAL 

258 

5927 

99.85 

3.87 

258 

5927 

99.94 

2.46 

257 

5926 

78.37 

41.17 

256 

5910 

42.17 

49.38 

MXH 

283 

6508 

95.40 

20.95 

283 

6508 

97.75 

14.85 

280 

6481 

71.34 

45.22 

281 

6366 

36.33 

48.09 

ST 

186 

3295 

98.42 

12.46 

186 

3295 

93.89 

23.95 

184 

3255 

76.83 

42.19 

184 

3284 

44.85 

49.73 

TY  TYPE: 

BAN 

225 

2846 

98.71 

11.29 

225 

2840 

97.97 

14.11 

224 

2642 

80.23 

39.83 

220 

2816 

46.90 

49.90 

IBURBAN 

440 

6782 

99.11 

9.41 

440 

6782 

97.78 

14.73 

435 

6718 

82.93 

37.62 

439 

6768 

64.12 

47.96 

IRAL 

252 

9298 

97.03 

16.96 

251 

9269 

96.13 

19.30 

252 

9298 

73.65 

44.05 

249 

9144 

34.60 

47.57 

SIZE: 

-  199 

50 

5319 

98.52 

12.08 

50 

5319 

96.64 

18.03 

50 

5319 

69.44 

46.07 

49 

5187 

25.14 

43.38 

tO  -  499 

105 

4653 

94.90 

22.00 

105 

4653 

96.56 

18.22 

105 

4653 

74.20 

43.75 

105 

4653 

35.53 

47.86 

10  -  999 

177 

3620 

98.81 

10.86 

176 

3591 

98.16 

13.45 

175 

3580 

79.22 

40.57 

176 

3606 

60.82 

48.81 

100  -  1999 

360 

3656 

99.96 

1.91 

360 

3656 

99.25 

8.65 

357 

3631 

90.90 

28.76 

354 

3602 

71.39 

45.19 

100  1  ABOVE 

175 

908 

98.62 

11.67 

176 

914 

97.31 

16.17 

175 

908 

88.91 

31.40 

174 

911 

81.55 

38.79 

93 
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Table  4-18 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  THE  FOLLOWING  ADVANCED  SCIENCE  COURSES ,  1980 


CHEMISTRY 


PHYSICS 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 

MEAN 
RESPONSE 

STD. 
DEVIATION 

NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

NUMBER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
( WEIGHTED  1 

MEAN 
RESPONSE 

STD. 
DEVIATK 

TOTAL 

995 

20790 

93-17 

25.23 

993 

20756 

88.80 

31.53 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOU 

MEDIUH 
HIGH 

215 
474 
227 

3996 
10554 
4574 

92.33 
99.32 
92.54 

26.54 
8.21 
C6.28 

214 
47& 
226 

3992 
10554 
4344 

78.50 
93.74 
88.64 

41.09 
24.23 
31.73 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

CATHOLIC 

PRIVATE 

811 

74 
33 

14943 
1425 
2565 

97,41 
100.00 
87.73 

15.90 

0.0 
32.61 

810 

73 
33 

14933 
1395 
2565 

91.25 
94.50 
75.46 

28.25 
22.80 
43.04 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

191 

256 
283 
186 

3203 
5927 
6508 
3295 

98.63 
99.69 
95.50 
69.10 

13.63 
5.36 
20.73 
31.16 

191 
257 
282 
186 

3203 
5697 
6504 
3295 

97.54 
96.75 
81.67 
83.29 

15.48 
17.73 
38.69 
37.31 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

SUBURBAN 

RURAL 

226 
440 
252 

2853 
6782 
9298 

91.42 
96.43 
97. 6  L 

28.00 
18.55 
15.06 

225 
439 
252 

2848 
6752 
9298 

82.91 
92.48 
89.05 

37.64 
26.37 
31.23 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  t  ABOVE 

50 
105 
177 
360 
176 

5319 
4653 
3620 
3658 
914 

90.50 
98.48 
97.59 
99.32 
100.00 

29.32 
12.23 
15.35 
8.23 
0.0 

50 
105 
176 
359 
176 

5319 
4653 
3590 
3653 
914 

74.38 
92.55 
95.09 
98.60 
99.20 

43.65 
26.26 
21.60 
11.73 
8.90 

99 
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Table  4-19 

PERCENT!  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  THE  FOLLOWING  THIRD  YEAR  LANGUAGE  COURSES  >  1980 


SPANISH 


GERMAN 


FRENCH 


NUMBER 
OF 
SCHOOLS 

WGTO 
NUMBER 

MEAN 

STD. 
DEV. 

TOTAL 

989 

20586 

45.36 

49.78 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

213 
470 
227 

3982 
10365 
4374 

23.99 
48.06 
60.91 

42.70 
49.96 
46.28 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

805 
74 
33 

14739 
1425 
2565 

48.53 
84.72 
23.36 

49.98 
35.98 
42.31 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

188 
257 
281 
186 

3145 
5917 
6371 
3295 

77.12 
49.73 
30.24 
50.53 

42.01 
50.00 
45.93 
50.00 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

224 
438 
250 

2838 
6734 
9157 

58.03 
67.73 
30.06 

49.35 
46.75 
45.85 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 

49 
104 
176 
357 
176 

5187 
4619 
3606 
3634 
914 

16.40 
36.66 
59.16 
84.86 
91.02 

37.03 
48.19 
49.15 
35.85 
28.59 

NUMBER 


NUMBER 


OF 

WGTO 

STD. 

OF 

WGTD 

STD. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

DEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUftBER 

MEAN 

DEV. 

983 

20492 

20.00 

40.00 

986 

20537 

39.14 

48.81 

211 

3931 

5.80 

23.38 

212 

3935 

23.59 

42.45 

468 

10353 

17.15 

37.70 

469 

10387 

36.07 

48.02 

225 

4342 

44.62 

49.71 

226 

4348 

67.17 

46.96 

800 

14670 

20.87 

40.64 

803 

14715 

39.93 

48.98 

73 

1400 

28.71 

45.24 

73 

1400 

73.68 

44.03 

33 

2565 

18.95 

•*9.19 

33 

2565 

27.18 

44.49 

186 

3138 

31.30 

46.37 

188 

3178 

88.86 

31.46 

257 

5873 

21.75 

41.25 

257 

5873 

31.37 

46.40 

277 

6330 

11.36 

31.73 

278 

6334 

26.70 

44.24 

186 

3295 

29.49 

45.60 

186 

3295 

37.85 

48.50 

223 

2840 

23.67 

42.51 

224 

2847 

46.45 

49.87 

434 

6692 

37.48 

48.41 

436 

6730 

59.65 

49.06 

249 

9102 

8.45 

27.82 

249 

9102 

24.91 

43.25 

49 

5187 

5.65 

23.10 

49 

5187 

8.93 

28.52 

103 

4564 

8.15 

27.36 

104 

4598 

31.42 

46.42 

175 

3581 

21.20 

40.87 

175 

3581 

48.49 

49.98 

356 

3630 

51.80 

49.97 

357 

3634 

77.46 

41.78 

173 

905 

62.95 

48.29 

174 

911 

84.92 

35.79 
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Table,  a-20 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  AP  COURSES 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD. 

SCHOOLS    ( WEIGHTED )      RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL  588 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL? 

LOW  202 

MEDIUM  458 

HIGH  222 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  781 

CATHOLIC  71 

PRIVATE  32 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  184 

NORTH  CENTRAL  248 

SOUTH  275 

WEST  177 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  219 

SUBURBAN  423 

RURAL  242 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199  49 

200  -  499  97 

500  -  999  174 

1000  -  1999  346 

2000  t  ABOVE  171 


18230 


3811 
10228 
4148 


14409 
1379 
2408 


3124 
5777 
6352 
2943 


2796 
6330 
9069 


5162 
4371 
3583 
3511 
894 


29.81 


25,47 
22.12 
52.76 


29.54 
36.50 
27.56 


60.11 
17.75 
25.00 
31.70 


34.15 
42.82 
19.39 


6.57 
27.36 
35.53 
54.43 
70.97 


45.74 


43.57 
41.51 
49. 92 


45.62 
48.14 
44.68 


48.97 
38.21 
43.30 
46.53 


47.42 
49.48 
39.53 


24.78 
44.58 
47.86 
49.80 
45.39 


888 


202 
458 
222 


781 
71 
32 


184 
248 
275 
177 


219 
423 
242 


49 
97 
174 
346 
171 


18230 


3811 
10228 
4148 


14409 
1379 
2408 


3124 
5777 
6352 
2943 


2796 
6330 
9069 


5162 
4371 
3583 
3511 
894 


35.48 


23.20 
28.10 
64.94 


33.54 
47.11 
40.58 


60.70 
22.13 
33.34 
39.68 


56.48 
46.54 
21.33 


18.77 
24.73 
42.61 
58.16 
76.57 


47.84 


42.21 
44.95 
47.72 


47.21 
49.92 
49.11 


48.84 
41.51 
47.14 
48.92 


49.58 
49.88 
40.96 


39.04 
43.15 
49.45 
49.33 
42.36 
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schools  (21  versus  56  percent);  and  to  students  in  small  than  in  large 
schools  (19  percent  versus  77  percent). 

c.    Programs  for  students  with  special  educational  needs.  This 
section  describes  the  percentage  of  schools  providing  remedial  education 
progams;  participating  in  federal  programs  for  the  disadvantaged,  for 
bilingual  education,  and  for  vocational  education;  providing  instruction 
to  non-English  speaking  students;  and  providing  other  special  programs* 

Table  4-21  shows  the  average  percentage  of  schools  offering  remedial 
reading  and  remedial  mathematics  programs  to  sophomores  in  1980.  While 
57  percent  of  schools  nationally  offered  remedial  reading  programs,  the 
percentage  ranged  from  45  percent  of  high  SES  schools  to  61  percent  of 
medium  and  low  SES  schools,  from  25  percent  of  private  non-Catholic 
schools  to  65  percent  of  public  schools,  and  from  42  percent  of  the 
smallest  schools  to  83  percent  of  the  largest  ones.     Similar  patterns 
emerge  when  one  looks  at  the  types  of  schools  that  offered  remedial 
mathematics  programs.     However,  the  difference  between  Catholic  and 
public  schools  ie  much  smaller,  and  the  differences  among  regions  are 
greater  than  with  remedial  reading. 

Nearly  60  percent  of  the  high  schools  participated  in  the  federal 
Title  I  program  (Education  of  Children  of  Economically  Disadvantaged 
Families).     (See  Table  4-22.)    Since  aid  is  allocated  on  the  basis  of 
family  income,  the  participation  rate  of  low  and  medium  SES  schools  was 
nearly  three  times  greater  than  that  of  high  SES  schools.  Participation 
also  differed  by  school  type,  region  and  community  type.    Public  schools 
were  three  times  as  likely  as  Catholic  schools  to  have  the  program,  and 
high  schools  located  in  the  Northeast  and  North-Central  regions  had 
participation  rates  20  to  30  percentage  points  higher  than  the  other 
regions.     Rural  districts  were  considerably  more  likely  to  offer  the 
program  than  either  suburban  or  urban  schools. 

Fifteen  percent  of  high  schools  participated  in  Title  VII  which 
provides  federal  aid  for  bilingual  education  programs.     (See  Table  4-23.) 
Participation  was  generally  limited  to  public  schools  and  was  highest  in 
the  West,  in  urban  schools,  and  in  large  schools.     Table  4-24  shows  that 
more  schools  provided  instruction  in  non-English  languages  than  received 
federal  funding.    Once  again,  participation  was  highest  among  urban 
schools,  schools  in  the  West,  large  schools,  and  public  schools.  However, 
while  few  Catholic  schools  participated  in  Title  VII,  16  percent  of  them 
provided  bilingual  education  or  ESL  programs. 

Nearly,  one-half  of  the  high  schools  received  federal  aid  in  support 
of  vocational  education  and  consumer  and  homemaker  education  programs 
(Tables  4-25  and  4-26).     The  participation  rate  was  similar  across  SES 
groups,  region,  community  type,  and  school  size.    Forty-five  percent  of 
the  public  schools  participated  in  the  basic  vocational  education  program 
and  42  percent  in  the  consumer  and  homemaker  education  program,  compared 
with  29  and  15  percent  of  the  Catholic  schools,  respectively. 
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Table  4-21 

PERCENT  OF  SCHUULS  THE  FOLLOWING  REMEDIAL  PROGRAMS 


RENEOIAL  READING 


REMEOI AL  MATH 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  Of  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHUOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NURTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOOTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  £  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


96$ 


NUMBER  OF 

SCHUULS  MEAN 
IWEIGHTE01  RESPONSE 


231 
485 
241 


843 
83 
38 


206 
273 
296 
189 


242 
460 
262 


58 
111 
192 
364 
184 


20550 


4527 
11014 
4931 


15785 
15  72 
3171 


3439 
6196 
6963 
3931 


3484 
7113 
9931 


6269 
4  764 
3879 
3702 
940 


57.35 


6C.71 
61.08 
45.29 


65.41 
40.92 
25.14 


64.43 
52.29 
52.00 
68.39 


45.53 
64.14 
56.55 


41.98 
48.10 
65.67 
76.91 
83.43 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


49.46 


48.84 
48.76 
49.78 


47.57 
49.17 
43.38 


47.87 
49.95 
49.96 
46.50 


49.80 
47.96 
49.5  7 


49.35 
49.96 
47.48 
42.14 
37.18 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


963 


230 
483 
24? 


842 
82 
38 


207 
2  70 
296 
189 


241 
461 

260 


59 
111 
190 
361 
185 


NUM8ER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
1WEIGHTE0) 


20524 


4518 
10983 
4945 


15764 
1567 
3171 


3444, 
6169 
6954 
3936 


3480 
7133 
9889 


6284 
4764 
3A44 
3681 
949 


MFAN 

RESPONSE 


46.95 


55.52 
45.06 
42.61 


52.87 
43.71 
18.78 


59.80 
35.79 
44.71 
56.87 


36.49 
58.53 
42.17 


29.02 
36.97 
51.81 
74.02 
75.60 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


49.91 


49.69 
49.76 
49.45 


49.92 
49.60 
39.05 


49.03 
47.94 
49.72 
49.53 


48.14 
49.27 
49.38 


45.38 
48.27 
49.97 
43.85 
42.95 
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Table.  4-22 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  PARTICIPATING  IN  TITLE  I  tESS  EDUCAT.  ACT- LOW  INCOME) 


1980 

RESPONSE 

1982  RESPONSE 

NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

HUMBER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 

ME  AH 

MEAN 

RESPONSE 

DEVIATION 

NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

NUMBER  OF 

SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 

MEAN 
RESPONSE 

STD. 
DEVIATION 

TOTAL 

877 

18705 

57.63 

49.41 

877 

18705 

59.28 

49.13 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

202 
442 
211 

3901 
10048 
4182 

74.22 
66.49 
24.25 

43.74 
47.20 
42.86 

202 
442 
211 

3901 
10048 
4182 

73.43 
69.01 
26.95 

44.17 
46.25 
44.37 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

760 
66 
31 

14429 
1304 
2406 

71.03 
23.97 
1.50 

45.36 
42.69 
12.15 

760 
66 
31 

14429 
1304 
2406 

72.83 
24.05 
4.38 

44.48 

'»*.74 
.  .47 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

183 
246 
260 
168 

3110 
5827 
6259 
2944 

70.35 
68.17 
53.23 
37.56 

45.67 
46.58 
49.90 
48.43 

183 
246 
260 
168 

3110 
5827 
6259 
2944 

73.56 
71.84 
51.90 
40.97 

44.10 
44.98 
49.96 
49.18 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

208 
409 
240 

2594 
6476 
9070 

29.60 
50.28 
72.47 

45.65 
50.00 
44.66 

208 
409 
240 

2594 
6476 
9070 

32.33 
51.71 
74.32 

46.77 
49.97 
43.69 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  *  ABOVE 

49 
104 
170 
.327 
165 

5162 
4616 
3514 
3345 
848 

57.71 
55.90 
62.94 
56.90 
48.52 

49.40 
49.65 
48.30 
49.52 
49.98 

49 
104 
170 
327 
165 

5162 
4616 
3514 
3345 
848 

54.26 
63.15 
65.33 
58.74 
47.45 

49.82 
48.24 
47.59 
49.23 
49.93 
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fable  4-23 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  PARTICIPATING  IN  TITLE  VII  (BILINGUAL  EDUCATION) 


1980  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF  - 

OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN 

SCHOOLS    ( WEIGHTED  )  RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL  a59 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  195 

MEDIUM  435 

HIGH  211 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  741 

CATHOLIC  70 

PRIVATE  32 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  175 

NORTH  CENTRAL  245 

SOUTH  251 

WEST  172 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

UP BAN  207 

SUBURBAN  397 

RURAL  239 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199  4ft 

200  -  499  102 

500  -  999  171 

1000  -  IV9  3X7 

2000  *  ABOVE  162 


18227 


3532 
10097 
4210 


13910 
1374 


11.45 


16.11 
9.74 
11.36 


13.80 
0.42 


31.84 


36.76 
29.65 
31.76 


34.49 
6.47 


2564 

4.17 

19.99 

3030 

12.12 

32.64 

5762 

7.61 

26.51 

5865 

8.89 

28.46 

3190 

22.09 

41.49 

2715 

24.44 

42.97 

6153 

15.72 

36.40 

8979 

4.46 

20.65 

5021 

3.33 

17.95 

4548 

3.70 

18.89 

3548 

9.81 

29.75 

3232 

24.56 

43.05 

029 

48.83 

49.99 

859 


195 
435 
211 


741 
70 
32 


175 
245 
251 
172 


207 
397 
239 


48 
102 
171 
317 
162 


18227 


3532 
10097 
4210 


13910 
1374 
2564 


3030 
5762 
5065 
3190 


2715 
6153 
8979 


5021 
4548 
3548 
3232 
829 


15.09 


11.69 
16.73 
14.20 


19.39 
0.24 
0.0 


17.51 
10.16 
14.38 
23.21 


23.05 
18.52 
10.41 


3.49 
10.51 
13.27 
29.84 
46.14 


35.79 


32.14 
37.32 
34.91 


39.53 
4.89 
0.0 


38.01 
30.21 
35.09 
42.21 


42.11 
38.84 
30.54 


18.36 
30.67 
33.92 
45.76 
49.85 
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Table  4-24 


AVAILABILITY  OF  INSTRUCTION  IN  NON-ENGLISH  LANGUAGES 
(O'NOT  AVAILABLE.  1»AVAILABLE ) 


1960  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  Of  SCHOOL* 
LOU 

NtOIUH 
NIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  RESIGNS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

COmUNlTY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUOURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  size* 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

NUTCER  OP 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

OP 

SCHOOLS 

HE  AN 

STO. 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

MEAN 

STO. 

SCHOOLS 

INCIGHTEO) 

RESPONSE 

DEVIATION 

SCHOOLS 

(MEICMTEO) 

RESPONSE 

OEVIATION 

918 

18933 

22.67 

41.87 

918 

18933 

26.20 

43.97 

21S 

3996 

22.22 

41.57 

215 

3996 

24.67 

43.11 

474 

10554 

20.92 

40.68 

474 

10554 

27.19 

44.49 

227 

4374 

27.27 

44.53 

227 

4374 

25.19 

43.41 

Sll 

14943 

24.19 

42.82 

811 

14943 

29.44 

45.58 

74 

1425 

6.84 

25.24 

74 

1425 

16.11 

36.77 

33 

2565 

22.58 

41.81 

33 

2565 

12.91 

33.53 

191 

3203 

22.59 

41.81 

191 

3203 

29.34 

45.53 

256 

5927 

12.41 

32.97 

258 

5927 

16.35 

36.98 

283 

6508 

21.08 

40.79 

283 

6508 

27.31 

44.56 

166 

3295 

44.32 

49.68 

186 

3295 

38.64 

48.69 

226 
440 

2853 

46.99 

49.91 

226 

2853 

40.37 

49.06 

6782 

26.65 

44.21 

♦0 

6782 

32.84 

46.96 

252 

9298 

12.30 

32.64 

252 

9298 

17.00 

37.56 

50 

5319 

16.50 

37.12 

50 

5319 

12.96 

33.59 

105 

4653 

14.83 

35.54 

105 

4653 

19.40 

39.54 

177 

3620 

14.33 

35.04 

177 

3620 

22.94 

42.05 

360 

3658 

37.90 

48.51 

360 

3658 

45.15 

49.76 

176 

914 

70.89 

45.42 

176 

914 

71.56 

45.11 
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Table  4-25 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  PROGRAMS  IN  BASIC  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    I  WEIGHTED) 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  DF  SCHOOL: 
LOU 

MEOIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COrttUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  t  ABOVE 


847 


188 

426 
212 


725 
72 
31 


168 
243 
248 
169 


194 
404 
230 


47 
101 
165 
314 
158 


17870 


3507 
9715 
4231 


13636 
1412 
2415 


2875 
5682 
5784 
3122 


2671 
6445 
8347 


4912 
4414 
3365 
3243 
811 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


49.88 


39.07 
49.47 
42.94 


46.45 
23.12 
11.70 


50.00 
49.65 
48.84 
49.51 


48.47 
49.75 
49.24 


46.  If 
50.00 
48.36 
44.09 
41.33 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


49.88 


39.07 
49.47 
42.94 


46.45 
23.12 
11.70 


50.00 
49.65 
48.84 
49.51 


48.47 
49.75 
49.24 


46.12 
50.00 
48.36 
44.09 
41.33 


NUMBER     NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    I WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


847 


188 

426 
212 


725 
72 
31 


168 
243 
248 
169 


194 
404 
230 


47 
101 
165 
314 
158 


17870 


3507 
9715 
4231 


13636 
1412 
2415 


2875 
5682 
5784 
3122 


2671 
6445 
8347 


4912 
4414 
3365 
3243 
811 


49.51 


44.39 
48.03 
45.53 


45.21 
29.01 
24.68 


49.56 
49.80 
47.82 
50.00 


49.71 
48.92 
49.15 


49.05 
50.00 
48.88 
41.30 
41.94 


49.51 


44.39 
48.03 
45.53 


45.21 
29.01 
24.68 


49.56 
49.80 
47.82 
50.00 


49.71 
48.92 
49.15 


49.05 
50.00 
48.88 
41.30 
41.94 


107 


ERIC 


Table  4-26 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  PROGRAMS  IN  CONSUMER  AND  HOMEMAKER  EDUCATION 


1980  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      mfMDER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


870 


18197 


48.94 


48.94 


870 


18197 


48.95 


48.95 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  19& 

MEDIUM  440 

HIGH  217 


3675 
9061 
4278 


36.20 
47.04 
43.69 


36.20 
47.04 
43.69 


194 
440 
217 


3675 
9861 
4278 


36.41 
47.11 
43.72 


36.41 
47  11 
43.72 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


748 
73 
32 


13835 
1424 
2564 


42.09 
28.91 
11.36 


42.09 
28.91 
11.36 


748 
73 
32 


13835 
1424 
2564 


41.61 
15.68 
0.0 


41.61 
15.68 
0.0 


6E0GRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


169 
249 
260 
175 


2939 
5742 
6138 
3003 


49.77 
47.58 
45.27 
49.78 


49.77 
47.58 
45.27 
49.78 


169 
249 
260 
175 


2939 
5742 
6138 
3003 


49.66 

',7.77 
45.55 
49.96 


49.66 
47.77 
45.55 
49.96 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
UPBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


204 
417 
232 


2714 
6525 
8584 


48.59 
49.42 
45.77 


48.59 
49.42 
45.77 


204 
417 
232 


2714 
6525 
6584 


49.21 
49.53 
46.04 


49.21 
49.53 
46.04 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
203  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  t  ABOVE 


47 
102 
167 
331 
161 


4923 
4553 
3416 
3372 
829 


49.37 
49.47 
47.73 
39.43 
42.67 


49.37 
49.47 
47.73 
39.43 
42.67 


47 
102 
167 
331 
161 


4923 
4553 
3416 
3372 
629 


48.87 
49. 62 
48.09 
38.74 
40.80 


48.87 
49.52 
48.09 
38.74 
40.80 
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High  schools  offered  programs  designed  to  meet  other  kinds  of 
student  needs  as  well.    The  percentage  of  schools  offering  programs  for 
gifted  or  talented  students  grew  from  35  percent  in  1980  to  54  percent  in 
1982,    (See  Table  4-27.)    In  that  latter  year,  these  programs  were 
offered  more  often  in  high  SES  schools,  in  schools  located  in  the  North, 
in  suburban  school  districts,  and  in  large  schools.     Participation  rates 
were  comparable  for  public  and  Catholic  high  schools.    Table  4-28  reports 
the  percentage  of  schools  that  offered  alternative  school  programs  for 
students  who  did  not  perform  well  in  a  traditional  educational  setting. 
Public  schools,  large  schools,  and  schools  located  in  urban  and  suburban 
communities  were  more  likely  to  offer  alternative  programs  than  were 
Catholic  schools,  rural  schools,  small  schools,  and  schools  located  in 
the  South  and  North-Central  regions  of  the  country.    Finally,  nearly  30 
percent  of  high  schools  offered  special  programs  for  pregnant  women. 
(See  Table  4-29.)    Participation  by  schools  was  highest  among  low  and 
mediuA  SES  schools,  public  schools,  and  large  schools. 

3.    Amount  of  Instructional  Time 

School  administrators  were  asked  to  report  the  number  of  minutes  in 
their  standard  class  period,  the  number  of  periods  in  a  day  during  which 
students  have  classes,  and  the  number  of  days  in  the  school  year.  The 
findings  for  1980  are  reported  in  Table  4-30.    The  first  set  of  figures 
groups  schools  by  the  number  of  instructional  hours  in  a  school  day. 
One-third  of  the  schools  had  4.5  hours  or  less,  on^-third  had  4.6  to 
5.0  hours,  and  one-third  had  more  than  5  hours.    Longer  school  days  were 
more  prevalent  in  medium  SES  schools,  public  schools,  schools  in  the 
South,  and  in  rural  schools.    The  second  set  of  figures  shows  schools 
grouped  by  the  total  number  of  instructional  hours  in  a  school  year.  The 
100-hour  increments  in  each  group  represent  a  difference  of  20,  five-hour 
school  days.    Thus,  those  schools  reporting  fewer  than  750  hours  in  a 
school  year  provide  the  equivalent  of  40  fewer  days  of  instruction  than 
those  schools  reporting  more  than  950  hours  of  instruction.    A  longer 
instructional  school  year  is  found  in  low  and  medium  SES  schools,  public 
and  non-Catholic  private  schools,  schools  in  the  South,  rural  schools  and 
small  schools • 

4.    Quality  of  Facilities 

Students  were  asked  to  evaluate  the  condition  of  their  school 
buildings  and  classrooms  and  the  quality  of  their  school  libraries. 
Their  ratings,  which  ranged  from  1  »  Poor  to  4  =  Excellent,  are  reported 
in  Tables  4-31  and  4-32.     Students1  ratings  of  their  school  buildings 
increased  slightly  from  2.70  to  2.83  (Good)  between  1980  and  1982.  In 
that  latter  year,  the  ratings  varied  little  by  type  of  student,  although 
they  were  slightly  higher  among  high  SES  students,  students  attending 
Catholic  and  other  private  schools,  and  students  enrolled  in  academic 
programs.     Students  also  gave  their  library  facilities  a  rating  of  Good 
(mean  of  2.86).    There  was  no  variation  across  student  classification 
variables • 
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Table  4-27 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  PROGRAMS  FOR  GIFTED  OR  TALENTED  STUDENTS 


1980  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD. 

SCHOOLS    < WEIGHTED )      RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


1902  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 
OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


867 


18400 


34.94 


47.68 


887 


18400 


53.98 


49.84 


AVERAGE  SES  OIF  SCHOOL: 

LOU  201  3770  31.29  46.37 

MEDIUM  461  10425  33.29  47.13 

HIGH  220  4161  41.67  49.30 


201 
461 

220 


3770 
10425 
4161 


53.33 
48.92 
67.12 


49.89 
49.99 
46.98 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


783 
70 
31 


14566 
1392 
2406 


38.06 
28.77 
18.63 


48.55 
45.27 
38.93 


783 
70 
31 


14566 
1392 
2406 


55.45 
53.33 
45.11 


49.70 
49.89 
49.76 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


182 
251 
270 
181 


2984 
5851 
6289 
3241 


52.45 
27.38 
32.52 
36.42 


49.94 
44.59 
46.85 
48.12 


182 
251 
270 
181 


2984 
5851 
6289 
3241 


70.81 
40.35 
58.32 
54.44 


45.46 
49.06 
49.30 
49.80 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


214 
426 
244 


2651 
6654 
9059 


39.29 
48.91 
23.15 


48.84 
49.99 
42.18 


214 
426 
244 


2651 
6654 
9059 


56.73 
65.03 
44.98 


49.55 
47.69 
49.75 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  A  tBOVE 


49 
101 
172 
348 
165 


5162 
4517 
3522 
3546 
871 


16.48 
19.09 
38.73 
64.12 
77.60 


37.10 
39.30 
48.71 
47.97 
41.69 


49 
101 
172 
348 
165 


5162 
4517 
3522 
3546 
871 


45.59 
43.57 
52.66 
71.83 
84.69 


49.81 
49.59 
49.93 
44.99 
36.01 
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Table  4-28 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  ALTERNATIVE  SCHOOL  PROGRAMS 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NunucN 

NUMBER  OF 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

Ur 

SCtlQULS 

MEAN 

STD. 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

MEAN 

STD. 

1 HEIGH TED 1 

B  KC  tinkle  K 

RESPONSE 

DEVIATION 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED  1 

RESPONSE 

DEVIATK 

TOTAL 

883 

18274 

31.63 

46.50 

883 

18274 

35.82 

47.95 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOU 

202 

3794 

31.00 

46.25 

202 

3794 

37.46 

48.40 

MEDIUM 

10311 

33.77 

47.29 

457 

10311 

36.29 

48.08 

HIGH 

221 

4151 

26.74 

44.26 

221 

4151 

32.88 

46.98 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

778 

14436 

38.13 

48.57 

778 

14436 

42.69 

49.46 

CATHOLIC 

72 

1421 

6.60 

24.82 

72 

1421 

10.06 

30.08 

PRIVATE 

32 

2408 

7.16 

25.79 

32 

2408 

9.59 

29.45 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

179 

2891 

30.40 

46.00 

179 

2891 

42.12 

49.37 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

253 

5816 

34.06 

47.39 

253 

5816 

30.46 

46.02 

SOUTH 

273 

6341 

26.14 

43.94 

273 

6341 

32.11 

46.69 

WEST 

177 

3216 

38.94 

48.76 

177 

3216 

46.99 

49.91 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

215 

2633 

36.35 

48.10 

215 

2633 

42.19 

49.39 

SUBURBAN 

422 

6515 

37.05 

48.29 

422 

6515 

48.87 

49.99 

SURAL 

245 

9117 

26.32 

44.04 

245 

9117 

24.59 

43.06 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199 

48 

5146 

20.96 

40.70 

48 

5146 

19.64 

39.73 

200  -  499 

101 

4495 

20.30 

40.22 

101 

4495 

26.16 

43.95 

500  -  999 

174 

3577 

36.01 

48.00 

174 

3577 

37.02 

48.29 

1000  -  1999 

344 

3487 

51.91 

49.96 

344 

3487 

61.04 

48.77 

2000  ft  ABOVE 

167 

867 

68.72 

46.36 

167 

867 

73.99 

43.87 
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Table  4-29 

PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  OFFERING  PROGRAMS  FOR  PREGNANT  WOMEN 


1980  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED* 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
OEVIATION 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD. 

SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTED)      RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


881 


18560 


29.18 


881 


18560 


29.71 


45.70 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  205  3920  34.40  47.50 

MEDIUM  456  10358  32.17  46.71 

HIGH  217  4265  16.97  37.54 


205 
456 
217 


3920 
10358 

4265 


32.23 
33.30 
18.73 


46.74 
47.13 
39.02 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


776 
72 
32 


14578 
1409 
2564 


34.42 
2^.77 
2.64 


47.51 
41.94 
16.03 


776 
72 
32 


14578 
1409 
2564 


36.41 
11.11 
1.92 


48.12 
31.43 
13.72 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


181 

251 
272 
176 


3101 
5841 
6400 
3209 


22.05 
28.90 
32.56 
29.65 


41.46 
45.33 
46.86 
45.67 


181 

251 
272 
176 


3101 
5841 
6400 
3209 


24.01 
34.18 
29.29 
27.99 


42.72 
47.43 
45.51 
44.89 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
UPDAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


211 
423 
246 


2765 
6571 
9214 


28.63 
35.43 
24.82 


45.20 
47.83 
43.19 


211 
423 
246 


2765 
6571 
9214 


32.72 
34.50 
25.41 


46.92 
47.54 
43.54 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  t  ABOVE 


49 
103 
173 
341 
166 


5304 
4649 
3554 
3448 
856 


19.17 
24.25 
27.58 
45.75 
57.03 


39.36 
42.86 
44.69 
49.82 
49.50 


49 
103 
173 
341 
166 


5304 
4649 
3554 
3448 
856 


15.14 
22.57 
33.41 
49.69 
57.31 


35.84 
41.80 
47.17 
50.00 
49.46 
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Table 

NUMBER  OF  SCHOOL  HOURS  USED  FOR  INSTRUCTION 


HOURS  PER  DAY 


HOURS  PER  YErtR 


;  SES  Of  SCHOOLS 
M 

;DIUM 
GH 

type: 

BLIC 

UHOLIC 

IIVATE 

wc  region: 

JRTHEAST 
»TH  CENTRAL 

KJTH 
•ST 

tTY  TYPE* 
'BAN 
DURBAN 
IRAL 

SIZE: 
-  199 
10  -  499 
10  -  999 
100  -  1999 
100  I  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

t 

y. 

X 

X 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

X 

X 

X 

x 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

NITH 

NITH 

NITH 

NITH 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

NITH 

NITH 

NITH 

NITH 

SCHOOLS 

(NEIGH  TED) 

0-4.5 

4.6-5.0 

♦  5.0 

SCHOOLS 

WEIGHTED) 

0-750 

751-850 

851-950 

♦  950 

973 

20113 

33.9 

32.5 

33.6 

0.0 

961 

19923 

22.9 

26.4 

20.3 

30.', 

234 

4347 

32.3 

34.1 

33.7 

0.0 

233 

4336 

24.5 

2C\  9 

20.6 

32.0 

489 

11062 

26.4 

33.1 

36.6 

0.0 

10927 

18.1 

29.5 

18.3 

34.1 

235 

4553 

46.6 

29.9 

21.3 

0.0 

232 

4530 

32.5 

22.5 

25.3 

19.7 

657 

15709 

29.5 

35.5 

35.0 

0.0 

646 

15521 

16.3 

30.2 

20.0 

31.4 

80 

1527 

50.2 

26.6 

23.0 

0.0 

80 

1527 

30.7 

24.6 

27.0 

17.5 

35 

2655 

49.0 

19.1 

32.0 

0.0 

34 

2854 

43.4 

6.4 

16.3 

32.0 

206 

3429 

69.9 

15.6 

14.2 

0.0 

206 

3429 

48.3 

27.1 

14.6 

10.1 

270 

6116 

31.2 

42.0 

26.8 

0.0 

266 

6070 

18.8 

32.6 

24.8 

23.9 

302 

6697 

21.2 

29.9 

46.8 

0.0 

296 

6765 

16.7 

23.7 

12.4 

47.2 

194 

3650 

28.3 

37.2 

34.5 

0.0 

192 

3639 

17.1 

20.4 

33.0 

29.4 

243 

3491 

39.0 

28.3 

32.7 

0.0 

240 

3457 

33.4 

15.7 

21.7 

29.1 

465 

6633 

40  6 

33.6 

25.6 

0.0 

459 

6759 

29.9 

30.3 

18.5 

21.2 

264 

9766 

27.2 

33.3 

39.6 

0.0 

261 

.9687 

14.2 

27.4 

21.1 

37.3 

56 

5946 

30.7 

29.1 

40.2 

0.0 

56 

5948 

21.7 

22.2 

18.8 

37.2 

110 

4646 

36.3 

32.1 

31.6 

0.0 

109 

4647 

28.2 

19.6 

21.7 

30.5 

191 

3630 

38.6 

34.1 

27.2 

0.0 

189 

3789 

21.4 

33.8 

21.9 

22.9 

370 

3726 

31.5 

37.8 

30.7 

0.0 

367 

3673 

18.6 

36.1 

18.6 

26.7 

166 

957 

38.1 

36.3 

25.6 

0.0 

182 

920 

21.0 

31.6 

28.1 

19.3 

I 

SO 
t 


PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table  4-31 


STIWEKT  RATING  OF  CONDITION  OF  SCHOOL  BUILDINGS  AND  CLASSROOMS 
(l=POOR?  4=EXCELLENT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN -AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20259 


9721 
10538 


4419 
9870 
5437 


15092 
2432 
271 
153 
1341 
225 
716 


17455 
651 
2153 


4622 
6042 
6171 
3424 


6568 
8605 
4985 


3982 
10162 
6115 


2601930 


1271086 
1330844 


531938 
1312197 
696677 


2078616 
297422 
28860 
19234 
90983 
22011 
61899 


2335327 
76923 
189680 


609778 
777877 
813748 
400527 


850193 
1072618 
666511 


471122 
1267016 
863792 


MEAN 
2.70 


2.69 
2.71 


2.58 
2.70 
2.80 


2.73 
2.55 
2.71 
2.52 
2.55 
2.38 
2.66 


2.68 
2.76 
2.89 


2.69 
2.73 
2.70 
2.66 


2.62 
2.80 
2.65 


2.66 
2.73 
2.67 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


MEAN 
2.83 


2.84 
2.81 


2.70 
2.82 
2.96 


2.86 
2.64 
2.79 
2.50 
2.70 
2.55 
2.80 


2.80 
3.13 
2.96 


2.84 
2.87 
2.79 
2.79 


2.73 
2.94 
2.77 


2.77 
2.88 
2.78 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.2* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.1 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1 
-0.0 
0.2* 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1* 
0.4* 
0.1 


0.2* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
-0.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.5 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
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Table  4-32 


STUDENT  RATING  OF  SCHOOL  LIBRARY  FACILITIES 
il -POOR;  ^EXCELLENT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19733 


9469 
10264 


4288 
9611 
5319 


14696 
2361 
26C 
152 
1318 
214 
696 


16979 
643 
2111 


4453 
5892 
604G 
3340 


6402 
8430 
4804 


3825 
9914 
5994 


HEIGHT ED 
N 


2531866 


1236742 
1295124 


514063 
1278275 
661148 


2024261 
288240 
28653 
18964 
86675 
20409 
59815 


2271386 
75144 
165334 


566886 
759219 
795863 
369696 


828106 
1049889 
641819 


451657 
1233442 
846767 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 

2.87 


2*85 
2.89 


2.83 
2.87 
2.90 


2.87 
2.92 
2.81 
2.69 
2.81 
2.88 
2.91 


2.88 
2.72 
2.80 


2.66 
2.87 
2.89 
2.81 


2.61 
2.90 
2.90 


2.93 
2.89 
2.81 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.6 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


MEAN 
2.66 


2.66 
2.86 


2.86 
2.86 
2.87 


2.66 
2.90 
2.85 
2.69 
2.88 
2.68 
2.87 


2.86 
2.78 
2.68 


2.87 
2.86 
2.85 
2.84 


2.84 
2.83 
2.94 


2.91 
2.89 
2.80 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.8 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.6 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


POOLED 

S.D. 

0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.6 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 

0.0 
-0.0 

0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
-0.1* 


-0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.1* 
0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 

0.1 
-0.0 

0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
-0.2 


-0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.1 
0.1 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


116 


ERIC 


Table  4-33 


EDUCATIONAL  COST  PER  STUDENT  (IN  THOUSAND  DOLLARS).  I960 


PUBLIC  SCHOOLS 


WIVATE  SCHOOLS 


SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
H 

DIUM 
GH 

TYPE: 
BLIC 
THOLIC 
IVATE 

HIC  REGION: 

RTHEAST 

RTH  CENTRAL 

UTH 

ST 

TY  TYPE: 
BAN 
6URBAN 
RAL 

SIZE: 
-  199 
0  -  499 
0  -  999 
00  -  1999 
0O  A  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

X 

X 

X 

X 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

X 

X 

X 

X 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

OF 

SCHOOLS 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

WITH 

SCHOOLS 

(WEIGHTED) 

0-0.9 

1.0-1.9 

2.0-2.9 

3.0  A  UP 

SCHOOLS 

( MEIGHTEO ) 

0-0.9 

1.0-1.9 

2.0-2.9 

3.0  A  Ul 

740 

14991 

12.6 

65.9 

16.2 

3.2 

111 

4368 

23.0 

40.2 

14.5 

22.3 

161 

3276 

23.1 

65.7 

9.6 

1.5 

8 

32 

74.9 

25.1 

0.0 

0.0 

399 

6850 

6.9 

71.4 

17  * 

2.3 

33 

1449 

40.5 

39.7 

1.5 

18.2 

167 

2776 

12.4 

49.6 

29,  b 

6.2 

70 

2886 

13.6 

40.6 

21.2 

24.5 

693 

13203 

11.6 

67.6 

18.1 

2.6 

77 

1494 

26.3 

62.9 

10.7 

0.0 

33 

2872 

21.2 

28.4 

16.5 

33.9 

141 

2601 

7.6 

48.0 

41.1 

3.3 

32 

881 

16.9 

50.6 

1.7 

30.8 

225 

5272 

2.9 

78.7 

14.7 

3.8 

31 

666 

33.5 

64.9 

1.0 

0.6 

217 

4735 

24.5 

69.5 

2.5 

3.5 

31 

1582 

29.3 

43.1 

20.1 

7.5 

157 

2364 

15.9 

50.2 

32.4 

1.4 

17 

1239 

13.6 

15.7 

23.9 

46.7 

155 

1689 

11.0 

66.5 

21.9 

0.6 

27 

1691 

10.4 

45.1 

19.5 

25.0 

363 

5092 

6.3 

63.6 

22.2 

6.0 

70 

1623 

30.0 

34.5 

3.6 

31.8 

222 

6211 

15.7 

67.2 

15.0 

2.1 

14 

1055 

32.4 

41.1 

23.4 

3.1 

39 

3866 

10.6 

66.8 

19.2 

3.3 

20 

2570 

23.7 

29.4 

22.4 

24.5 

78 

3807 

14.6 

62.6 

18.4 

4.4 

34 

917 

26.4 

33.3 

6.6 

33.7 

146 

2911 

14.3 

68.4 

14.7 

2.6 

34 

550 

11.1 

83.0 

0.0 

6.0 

304 

3105 

11.1 

66.9 

20.2 

1.6 

20 

194 

47.6 

52.4 

0.0 

0.0 

132 

717 

9.2 

54.5 

28.3 

8.0 

1 

8 

0.0 

100.0 

0.0 

0.0 

o 
o 
I 


PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  NEIGNTEO  OATA. 
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5.    Education  Expenditures 

A  final  measure  of  school  resources  is  the  average  per  pupil  school 
expenditure  in  1980.    Public  school  administrators  were  asked  to  report 
their  school  district's  average  per  pupil  expenditure.    Administrators  in 
nonpublic  schools  reported  the  annual  tuition  for  a  high  school  student 
attending  their  school  and  what  percentage  of  high  school  funds  this 
tuition  payment  represented.    Tuition  was  divided  by  this  latter  percentage 
to  estimate  school  expenditures  for  private  schools.    Table  4-33  groups 
schools  by  level  of  education  expenditure. 

Sixty-six  percent  of  the  public  schools  reported  spending  betv 
$1,000  and  $1,999  per  pupil,  while  another  21  percent  spent  $2,000  . 
more.    Educational  expenditures  varied  considerably,  however,  among 
classification  variables.    For  example,  23  percent  of  low  SES  schools 
spent  less  than  $1,000  per  pupil  compared  with  12  percent  of  high  SES 
schools.    Eleven  percent  of  low  SES  schools  spent  $2,000  or  more  compared 
with  38  percent  of  high  SES  schools.    Expenditures  were  highest  in  the 
Northeast  and  lowest  in  the  South. 

The  range  of  expenditures  was  greater  across  private  schools. 
Twenty-three  percent  spent  less  than  $1,000,  40  percent  between  $1,000 
and  $1,999,  15  percent  between  $2,000  and  $2,999,  and  22  percent,  $3,000 
or  more.    The  lowest  spending  schools  (less  than  $1,000)  were  mostly  low 
SES  schools  and  those  located  in  the  Midwest  and  South.    Two-thirds  of 
the  Catholic  schools  spent  between  $1,000  and  $1,999,  a  percentage 
similar  to  the  public  schools.    The  highest  spending  schools  ($3,000  or 
more)  were  small,  medium,  and  high  SES,  non-Catholic  private  schools,  and 
located  in  the  Northeast  or  West. 

C.     SCHOOL  POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES 

School  policies  and  practices  are  a  measure  of  how  a  school  manages 
its  resources  to  provide  appropriate  educational  experiences  to  all  of 
its  students.     This  group  of  variables  ^includes  the  way  in  which  academic 
programs  are  structured,  the  educational  standards,  the  school  climate, 
and  the  quality  of  instruction. 

1 .    Academic  Program  Structure 

Three  measures  of  academic  program  structure  were  drawn  from  the 
school  questionnaire:    the  percentage  of  students  enrolled  in  the  academic/ 
college  preparatory  or  general  education  curriculum,  the  use  of  ability 
groups  in  high  school  English  courses,  and  the  importance  attached  to 
selected  school  goals. 

a'    Type  of  curriculum.    Data  in  Chapter  3  showed  that  60  percent 
of  students  reported  they  were  enrolled  in  a  general  education  or  voca- 
tional education,  rather  than  an  academic/college  preparatory  curriculum. 
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Table  4-34  shows  the  percentage  of  schools  with  different  concentrations 
of  students  In  the  academic  and  general  education  program  in  1980.  Forty 
percent  of  the  schools  had  SO  percent  or  more  of  their  students  enrolled 
in  the  academic  program.    These  percentages  varied  widely  by  school 
SES,  school  type,  and  community  type,  however.    For  example,  80  percent  of 
high  8E8  schools  enrolled  a  majority  of  their  students  in  an  academic 
program,  compared  with  11  percent  of  low  SES  schools.    Ninety  percent  of 
Catholic  schools  compared  with  27  percent  of  public  schools  had  this  mix 
of  students.    In  fact,  82  percent  of  Catholic  schools  had  70  percent  or 
more  of  their  students  in  an  academic  program,  compared  with  only  9 
percent  of  public  schools.    Rural  schools  were  less  likely  to  have  large 
concentrations  of  academic  students,  as  were  schools  in  the  South  and 
North-Central  regions  of  the  country.    Instead,  40  to  50  percent  of  low 
and  medium  8ES  schools,  public  schools,  schools  outside  the  Northeast  and 
rural  schools  had  70  percent  or  more  of  their  students  taking  a  general 
education  curriculum. 

b.  Use  of  abiity  grouping.    Schools  were  asked  whether  they 
used  homogeneous  groupings,  according  to  ability  or  achievement,  for 
10th-  and  12th-grade  students  in  English  classes.    The  results  for  the 
10th  grade  in  1980  and  the  12th  grade  in  1982,  the  classes  attended  by 
our  sample,  are  presented  in  Table  4-35.    About  42  percent  of  the  schools 
use  ability  grouping  at  these  two  grade  levels  in  English.    High  SES 
schools  are  more  apt  to  use  groupings  than  low  SES  schools,  and  Catholic 
schools  more  than  public  schools.    Substantial  regional  differences 
appear,  with  two-thirds  or  more  of  the  schools  in  the  Northeast  using 
ability  grouping  in  both  10th  and  12th  grades  compared  with  30  percent  in 
the  Horth-Central  region  and  43  percent  in  the  South.    The  use  of  grouping 
is  closely  related  to  school  size:    only  15  percent  of  the  smallest 
schools  use  this  approach  compared  with  70  percent  of  the  largest  schools. 
Of  those  schools  that  used  ability  groups  in  12th-grade  English  in  1980, 
the  average  number  of  ability  groups  was  2.9.    The  number  of  groups 
varied  little  among  the  classification  variables,  except  for  school  size. 
The  average  number  of  groups  in  small  schools  was  2.0  compared  with  3.6 

in  the  largest  schools.    (See  Table  4-36.) 

c.  School  goals.    In  1982,  school  administrators  were  asked  to 
indicate  their  impression  of  the  importance  attached  to  each  of  12 
possible  goals  in  their  high  school.    For  purposes  of  analysis,  the  12 
goals  were  grouped  into  four  categories:    Academic  development  (the  high 
school  should  "develop  students 1  abilities  to  solve  problems  and  think 
critically,"  "prepare  students  for  further  schooling,"  and  "prepare 
students  to  understand  and  deal  with  computers  and  other  information 
technology");  social  development  (the  high  school  should  "help  students 
in  their  social  development  by  stressing  the  ability  to  get  along  with 
and  understand  all  people"  and  "help  students  gain  an  understanding  of 
their  strengths  and  weaknesses");  general  education  (the  high  school 
should  "prepare  students  to  be  good  citizens,"  "teach  basic  skills," 
"prepare  students  to  be  informed  consumers,"  and  "give  students  a  broad 
general  educational  background");  and  vocational  development  (the  high 
school  should  "help  students  make  realistic  plans  for  what  they  will  be 
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Table  4-34 

PERCENT  OF  SOPHOMORES  IN  GENERAL  AND  ACADEMIC  PROGRAMS i  I960 


GENERAL  PROGRAM 


ACADEMIC  PROGRAM 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

913 


223 
463 
220 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 

19856 


4460 
10641 
4722 


796 
78 
37 


15173 
1526 
3156 


A  A 
MITH  HITH 
0-29  t     30-49  A 


32.8 


25.5 
24.5 
58.2 


24.9 
81.6 
47.2 


15.0 


12.5 
16.3 
14.4 


16.1 
6.1 
13.6 


A  A 
HITH  HITH 
50-69  X   70-100  'A 


16.2 


13.4 
18.5 
13.6 


17.4 
6.2 
15.0 


36.1 


48.6 
40.7 
13.8 


41.6 
6.2 
24.3 


NUTBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
WEIGHTED) 


mA  'A 
HITH  HITH 
0-29  Y.     30-49  'A 


'A  'A 
HITH  HITH 
50-69  'A   70-100  'A 


919 

19519 

38.8 

21.6 

17.9 

21.7 

221 

4459 

67.3 

20.9 

3.5 

8.2 

465 

10241 

39.0 

28.1 

a. 7 

11.2 

226 

4786 

11.6 

8.1 

23.3 

56.9 

805 

15135 

46.3 

26.8 

16.1 

6.6 

79 

1529 

6.2 

2.9 

8.7 

82.3 

35 

2854 

16.3 

4.0 

22.1 

57.7 

186 

3229 

69.1 

18.4 

6.6 

3.9 

192 

3266 

12.6 

23.2 

27.2 

36.9 

256 

5912 

17.9 

20.9 

19.5 

41.6 

258 

5628 

40.7 

29.2 

18.4 

11.6 

286 

6846 

36.3 

11.1 

15.0 

37.6 

266 

6696 

47.5 

20.0 

7.5 

25.0 

185 

3867 

19.0 

9.7 

19.3 

52.0 

183 

3709 

43.1 

11.1 

27.8 

18.1 

o 
I 


226 
435 
250 


3375 
6812 
9666 


40.4 
44.5 
21.9. 


17.7 
14.0 
14.7 


14.0 
19.8 
14.3 


27.9 
21.7 
49.1 


230 
438 
251 


3244 
6835 
9439 


26.5 
28.8 
49.5 


16.0 
20.8 
24.1 


14.1 
22.3 
16.0 


41.4 
28.1 
10.4 


199 

59 

6269 

24.6 

6.9 

13.8 

54.7 

56 

5837 

46.1 

6.2 

23.2 

24.5 

-  499 

104 

4587 

33.6 

13.7 

14.7 

38.1 

106 

4592 

44.9 

21.1 

10.8 

23.1 

-  999 

160 

3656 

44.5 

19.4 

15.2 

20.9 

179 

3649 

35.1 

28.9 

15.0 

21.0 

>  -  1999 

349 

3513 

33.5 

21.6 

23.9 

20.6 

353 

3584 

26.3 

33.0 

22.4 

18.3 

1  1  ABOVE 

166 

655 

36.5 

19.3 

15.0 

27.2 

170 

885 

28.6 

22.1 

26.5 

22.8 

PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASEO  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table  4-35 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  WITH  ABILITY  GROUPING  IN  ENGLISH 


10TH  GRADE-  1980 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    f  WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN  STD. 
RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


12TH  GRAOE-1982 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTEO ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD, 
OEVIATION 


TOTAL  904 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  209 

MEDIUM  467 

HIGH  221 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  793 

CATHOLIC  74 

PRIVATE  31 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  187 

NORTH  CENTRAL  255 

SOUTH  280 

WEST  176 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 

URBAN  219 

SUBURBAN  432 

RURAL  247 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199  47 

200  -  499  104 

500  -  999  175 

1000  -  1999  355 

2000  ft  ABOVE  170 


18400 


3843 
10466 
4022 


14662 
1425 
2250 


3177 
5887 
6466 
2808 


2798 
6563 
8977 


4998 
4543 
3566 
3609 
879 


42.28 


40.84 
38.40 
53.21 


43.34 
50.88 
29.10 


67.44 
29.90 
42.81 
37.91 


45.95 
54.30 
32.14 


16.95 
27.68 
54.49 
73.53 
76.33 


49.40 


49.15 
48.64 
49.93 


49.55 
49.99 
45.42 


46.86 
45.78 
49.48 
48.52 


49.84 
49.81 
46.70 


37.52 
44.74 
49.80 
44.12 
42.50 


209 
467 
221 


793 
74 
31 


187 
255 
280 
176 


219 
432 
247 


47 
104 
175 
355 
170 


18400 


3843 
10466 
4022 


14662 
1425 
2250 


3177 
5887 
6466 
2808 


2798 
6563 
8977 


4998 
4543 
3566 
3609 
879 


41.91 


40.29 
38.34 
52.21 


42.29 
56.34 
29.50 


74.05 
26.60 
43.97 
32.28 


48.32 
50.14 
33.69 


15.15 
35.13 
54.39 
67.75 
69.93 


49.34 


49.05 
48.62 
49.95 


49.40 
49.60 
45.61 


43.84 
44.19 
49.63 
46.75 


49.97 
50.00 
47.27 


35.85 
47.74 
49.81 
46.74 
45.86 
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Table  4-36 

NUMBER  OF  ABILITY  GROUPS  IN  TWELFTH  GRADE  ENGLISH*  1980 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


TOTAL  521 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  117 

MEDIUM  252 

HIGH  137 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  449 

CATHOLIC  50 

PRIVATE  9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  144 

NORTH  CENTRAL  101 

SOUTH  163 

NEST  100 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  136 

SUBURBAN  261 

RURAL  111 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0-199  5 

200  -  499  36 

500  -  999  95 

1000  -  1999  234 

2000  ft  ABOVE  115 


NUMBER  OF 

SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD. 

( WEIGHTED >  RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


7854  2.90  1.13 

1636  2.70  0.89 

3994  2.97  1.29 

2103  2.91  0.95 

6275  2.96  1.16 

803  2.91  0.92 

664  2.29  0.91 

2332  3.18  1.27 

1581  2.46  0.83 

2603  2.96  1.07 

1026  2.73  1.15 

1373  2.85  1.02 

3282  3.16  1.33 

3087  2.64  0.86 

757  2.00  0.0 

1706  2.34  0.62 

1933  2.98  1.01 

2424  3.32  1.26 

607  3.64  1.39 
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after  graduation,"  "provide  in-school  training  for  various  vocations," 
and  "arrange  out-of-school  experiences  in  various  vocations"). 

Table  4-37  presents  average  ratings  for  each  of  these  four  groups 
of  goals,  with  1  *  Not  Important  and  4  ■  Very  Important,    The  highest 
ratings  were  given  to  general  education  (3.59)  and  social  development 
(3*58) •    Academic  development  and  vocational  development  also  received 
high  average  ratings,  3.29  and  2.99,  respectively.    There  is  little 
variation  in  ratings  when  schools  are  grouped  by  any  of  the  classification 
variables.    High  SES  schools  placed  slightly  more  emphasis  on  academic 
development  than  low  SES  schools  (3.44  versus  3.20)  and  less  emphasis  on 
vocational  development  (2.82  versus  3.16).     Catholic  schools  gave  vocational 
development  a  lower  rating  than  public  schools  (2.66  versus  3.07). 

2.     Eduational  Standards 

A  second  set  of  policies  affecting  the  educational  program  is 
the  use  of  minimum  competency  standards,  particularly  the  requirement 
that  students  pass  a  minimum  competency  test  before  graduation  from  high 
school,  and  the  establishment  of  minimum  course  requirements  for  the 
academic/college  preparatory  curriculum. 

Minimum  competency  tests.     In  1980,  18  percent  of  the  high  schools 
required  graduating  seniors  to  pass  a  minimum  competency  (proficiency) 
test.    This  percentage  rose  to  21  percent  by  1982.     (See  Table  4-38.)  In 
that  latter  year,  when  our  sample  of  students  graduated  from  high  school, 
the  requirement  was  more  likely  to  be  found  in  low  SES  schools,  in  public 
rather  than  Catholic  schools,  in  the  Northeast  and  West,  and  in  urban 
rather  than  rural  schools. 

Course  requirements  for  college  preparatory  program.     In  most 
high  schools,  students  enrolled  in  the  college  preparatory  curriculum 
must  complete  a  specified  number  of  academic  courses  in  English,  mathe- 
matics, science,  social  studies,  and  foreign  language.    These  requirements 
generally  exceed  those  set  for  students  in  other  curricular  areas.  In 
1982,  schools  reported  the  number  of  semester-length  courses  in  mathematics, 
science,  foreign  language  and  English/ language  arts  required  in  their 
college  preparatory  curriculum.    As  shown  in  Table  4-39,  only  15  percent 
of  the  schools  required  6  or  more  semesters  (3  or  more  years)  of  mathematics, 
and  9  percent  required  6  or  more  semesters  of  science,  the  minimum 
recommended  by  the  National  Commission  on  Excellence  in  Education  for  all 
high  school    students.     These  requirements  differed,  however,  by  school 
characteristics.    Looking  at  mathematics,  we  find  that  32  percent  of  high 
SES  compared  with  11  percent  of  low  or  medium  SES  schools  required  6  or 
more  semesters.    Thirty-two  percent  of  Catholic  compared  to  9  percent  of 
public  schools  had  similar  requirements.    Schools  in  the  Northeast  and 
urban  schools  had  stricter  requirements,  but  there  was  little  difference 
When  schools  were  grouped  by  size,  reflecting  the  higher  college  preparatory 
requirements  found  in  Catholic  and  private  schools.     In  the  area  of 
science,  differences  in  the  percentage  of  schools  requiring  6  or  more 
semesters  emerge  between  high  and  low/medium  SES  schools  and  between 
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Table  4-37 

IMPORTANCE  OF  OEVELOPING  STUJENTS  IN  THE  FOLLOWING  AREAS  AS  A  SCHOOL  GOAL,  1982 
(l=NOT  IMPORTANT i  2=NOT  TOO  IMPORTANT,  3=IMP0RTAWT,  4=VERY  IMPORTANT) 


ACADEMIC 


SOCIAL 


GENERAL  EOUC. 


SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

IUM 

H 

YPE: 
LIC 
HOLIC 
VATE 

CC  REGION: 
rKEAST 
m  CENTRAL 

ra 
r 

r  TYPE: 
UN 

JRBAN 
\l 

rZE: 
199 

-  499 

-  999 

J  -  1999 
3  t  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

NUMBER 

NUMBER 

OF 

MGTO 

STD. 

OF 

MGTD 

STD. 

OF 

NGTD 

STD. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

DEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

SCHOOLS 

NUMBER 

MEAN 

OEV. 

934 

19024 

3.29 

0.44 

930 

16965 

3.56 

0.44 

934 

19024 

3.59 

0.34 

213 

3654 

3.20 

0.45 

213 

3654 

3.68 

0.40 

213 

3654 

3.62 

0.35 

472 

10463 

3.25 

0.45 

469 

10434 

3.51 

0.44 

472 

1-0463 

3.60 

0.33 

223 

4319 

3.44 

0.37 

222 

4309 

3.63 

0.43 

223 

4319 

3.52 

0.35 

604 

14703 

3.26 

0.44 

600 

14645 

3.56 

0.44 

804 

14703 

3.62 

0.34 

73 

1396 

3.39 

0.50 

73 

1396 

3.71 

0.39 

73 

1396 

3.60 

0.31 

33 

2565 

3.23 

0.39 

33 

2565 

3.56 

0.42 

33 

2565 

3.40 

0.32 

190 

3167 

3.39 

0.42 

169 

3153 

3.62 

0.46 

190 

3187 

3.55 

0.39 

255 

5664 

3.30 

0.45 

254 

5877 

3.52 

0.44 

255 

5684 

3.63 

0.31 

260 

6359 

3.23 

0.44 

279 

6351 

3.61 

0.41 

280 

6359 

3.59 

0.34 

165 

3235 

3.25 

0.41 

164 

3224 

3.54 

0.46 

165 

3235 

3.53 

0.34 

226 

2653 

3.30 

0.47 

226 

2853 

3.59 

0.46 

226 

2853 

3.58 

0.33 

434 

6653 

3.36 

0.44 

430 

6594 

3.57 

0.47 

434 

6653 

3.56 

0.36 

250 

9159 

3.22 

0.42 

250 

9159 

3.57 

0.41 

250 

9159 

3.60 

0.33 

50 

5319 

3.09 

0.40 

50 

5319 

3.54 

0.40 

50 

5319 

3.48 

0.33 

103 

4464 

3.29 

0.44 

102 

4430 

3.57 

0.45 

103 

4464 

3.61 

0.34 

176 

3591 

3.36 

0.41 

176 

3591 

3.57 

0.45 

176 

3591 

3.62 

0.33 

356 

3611 

3.41 

0.44 

353 

3566 

3.60 

0.45 

356 

3611 

3.65 

0.32 

175 

911 

3.46 

0.42 

175 

911 

3.59 

0.50 

175 

911 

3.68 

0.33 

VOCATIONAL 


NUMBER 

OF  NGTD  STD. 

SCHOOLS  NUMBER  MEAN  DEV. 

931  19011  2.99  0.56 


213 
470 

222 


803 

72 
32 


189 
254 
279 
185 


225 
433 
249 


50 
102 
176 
354 
175 


3654 
10471 
4318 


14693 
1395 
2564 


3166 
5874 
6357 
3235 


2851 
6652 
9149 


5319 
4463 
3591 
3600 
911 


3.16 
3.00 
2.82 


3.07 
2.66 
2.72 


2.97 
2.94 
3.11 
2.85 


3.06 
2.99 
2.96 


2.78 
3.00 
3.01 
3.17 
3.28 


0.51 
0.52 
0.63 


0.51 
0.63 
0.61 


.60 
.52 
.55 
.54 


0.59 
0.58 
0.52 


0.53 
0.59 
0.52 
0.51 
0.49 


O 
I 
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Table  4-38 


PERCENT  OF  SCHOOLS  REQUIRING  MINIMUM  COMPETENCY  TESTS  IMCT>  TO  GRADUATE 


1980  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 
OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    f  WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    I  WEIGHTED) 


MEAN  STO. 
RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


929 


18955 


17.56 


38.05 


929 


18955 


21.49 


41.07 


AVERAGE  SES  OF 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 


SCHOOL: 


213 
470 
224 


3987 
10492 
4050 


20.14 
15.36 
21.73 


40.10 
36.07 
41.24 


213 
470 
224 


3987 
10492 
4050 


25.57 
18.09 
22.43 


43.63 
38.  SO 
41.71 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


804 
74 
31 


14862 
1425 
2250 


18.33 
15.66 
15.51 


38.69 
36.35 
36.20 


804 
74 
31 


14862 
1425 
2250 


23.37 
11.26 
8.57 


42.32 
31.61 
27.99 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


191 
258 
280 
180 


3203 
5927 
6455 
2953 


39.30 
3.26 
14.03 
31.80 


48.84 
17,75 
34.72 
46.57 


191 
258 
280 
180 


3203 
5927 
6455 
2953 


37.47 
3.29 
20.85 
36.75 


48.41 
17.85 
40.62 
48.21 


COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE** 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  *  ABOVE 


226 
434 
249 


48 
104 
177 
358 
174 


2853 

34.46 

47.52 

226 

2653 

6582 

17.98 

38.40 

434 

6582 

9103 

12.41 

32.97 

249 

9103 

5004 

9.51 

29.34 

48 

5004 

4617 

15.39 

36.08 

104 

4617 

3620 

17.99 

38.41 

177 

3620 

3637 

23.81 

42.59 

358 

3637 

894 

40.60 

49.11 

174 

894 

31.87 
24.85 
14.08 


4.61 
13.98 
23.67 
35.96 
58.09 


46.60 
43.21 
34.76 


20.98 
34.68 
42.51 
47.99 
49.34 
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Table  4-39 

MMBER  OF  COURSES  REQUIREO  XN  MATH  AND  SCIENCE  FOR  C0LE6E  PREP.i  1982 


MATH  COURSES 


SCIENCE  COURSES 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED! 

Y. 

HITH 
0-1 

Y. 

HITH 
2-3 

'/. 

HITH 
4-5 

y. 

HITH 
6  A  UP 

NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
( HEIGHTEO ) 

t 

HITH 
0-1 

Y. 

HITH 
2-3 

Y. 

HITH 
4-5 

7. 

HITH 
6  t  UP 

877 

17884 

8.7 

45.6 

30.9 

14.6 

876 

17871 

12.3 

46.4 

30.1 

9.2 

SE  SES  OF  SCHOOL' 

LOU 

1EOIUM 
HIGH 

205 
450 
220 

3716 
10160 
3999 

11.7 
8.7 
6.0 

50.3 
47.6 
36.9 

27.4 
34.4 
25.4 

10.7 
9.3 
31.7 

205 
450 
219 

3716 
10160 
3987 

19.9 
10.7 
9.1 

46.9 
50.9 
43.4 

25.0 
32.6 
28.4 

6.1 

5.7 
19.1 

L  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

CATHOLIC 

PRIVATE 

772 
74 
31 

14222 
1411 
2250 

10.2 
5.8 
1.5 

50.0 
25.2 
32.0 

30.8 
36.6 
28.0 

9.1 
32.4 
38.5 

771 
74 
31 

14209 
1411 
2250 

13.3 
8.2 
8.5 

52.7 
32.5 
31.2 

27.3 
40.1 
41.2 

6.6 
19.2 
19.1 

IPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 
WTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
JEST 

180 
248 
275 
174 

3062 
5782 
6183 
2856 

9.7 
13.7 
5.9 
3.7 

33.7 
54.9 
44.9 
42.3 

31.9 
23.6 
32.4 
41.4 

24.7 
7.8 
16.9 
12.6 

179 
248 
275 
174 

3050 
5782 
6183 
2856 

12.8 
12.5 
14.1 
7.5 

38.9 
58.9 
43.8 
47.4 

38.2 
22.5 
31.1 
34.6 

10.2 
6.1 
11.0 
10.5 

«TY  TYPE* 

.WAN 

SUBURBAN 

JURAL 

212 
425 
240 

2535 
6384 
8965 

3.4 
6.6 
11.7 

26.2 
44.8 
52.0 

34.4 
32.0 
29.1 

36.0 
16.6 
7.1 

212 
424 
240 

2535 
6372 
8965 

6.3 
14.0 
12.8 

30.7 
45.1 
55.8 

49.3 
27.7 
26.3 

13.6 
13.2 
5.1 

.  SIZES 

1  -  199 
100  -  499 
(00  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
1000  A  ABOVE 

47 
101 
165 
337 
161 

49>)5 
4357 
3319 
3426 
835 

5.1 
12.2 
9.9 
8.6 
4.5 

52.6 
46.9 
37.3 
39.9 
46.6 

29.5 
22.4 
36.7 
38.0 
37.6 

12.8 
18.5 
16.1 
13.6 
11.4 

47 
101 
165 
336 
161 

4905 
4357 
3319 
3413 
835 

S.9 
13.0 
13.6 
14.1 
12.0 

52.2 
45.4 
45.1 
46.7 
51.1 

32.4 
25.1 
34.0 
30.6 
31.7 

6.4 
16.5 
7.4 
8.5 
5.1 

c 
I 


PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  HEIGHTEO  OATA. 
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public  and  Catholic  schools,  but  the  gap  is  smaller  than  with  mathematics. 
There  are  few  regional  differences  and  a  narrower  difference  between 
rural  and  non-rural  schools. 

Course  requirements  for  foreign  language  and  English  are  shown  in 
Table  4-40.    Eighteen  percent  of  the  schools  required  4  or  more  semesters 
(2  or  more  years)  of  a  foreign  language  in  their  college  preparatory 
curriculumf  the  number  of  semesters  recommended  by  the  National  Commission 
on  Excellence  in  Education  for  college-bound  students.     Percentages  range 
from  35  percent  of  high  SES  schools  to  10  percent  of  low  SES  schools;  39 
percent  of  Catholic  schools  to  12  percent  of  public  schools;  30  percent 
of  schools  in  the  Northeast  to  12  percent  of  schools  in  the  North-Central 
region;  and  37  percent  of  urban  schools  to  7  percent  of  rural  schools. 
Sixty-one  percent  of  the  schools  required  college-preparatory  students  to 
take  6  or  more  semesters  of  English.    Variation  in  this  requirement  is 
found  when  schools  are  grouped  by  student  SES  and  community  type. 
Sixty-eight  percent  of  high  SES  schools  have  this  requirement  compared  , 
with  46  percent  of  low  SES  schools ,  and  76  percent  of  urban  schools 
compared  with  52  percent  of  rural  schools.    The  National  Commission 
suggested  that  all  high  school  students  take  4  years,  or  8  semesters  of 
English. 

3.     School  Climate 

The  school  and  student  questionnaire  contained  a  number  of  questions 
designed  to  measure  the  extent  of  disciplinary  problems  in  the  school, 
the  number  and  type  of  rules  enforced  in  the  school,  and  the  students1 
perception  of  the  effectiveness  and  fairness  of  disciplinary  policies. 

a.    Disciplinary  problems.    Three  different  measures  of  the  extent 
of  disciplinary  problems  in  the  schools  will  be  discussed.  First, 
schools  reported  the  percentage  of  seniors  suspended  for  academic  or 
disciplinary  reasons  in  1982  (Table  4-41).    Fourteen  percent  of  the 
schools  had  suspension  rates  of  10  percent  or  more,  ranging  from  4 
percent  of  the  Catholic  schools  to  16  percent  of  the  public  schools. 
Suspension  rates  were  generally  higher  in  low  SES  than  in  high  SES 
schools,  and  lower  in  schools  in  the  South.    There  was  little  variation 
among  schools  when  they  were  grouped  by  community  type  and  school  size, 
except  for  the  very  smallest  schools  (fewer  than  200  students). 

Second,  school  administrators  reported  how  often  verbal  confrontation 
occurred  among  students  (Table  4-42)  and  between  students  and  teachers 
(Table  4-43).    A  response  of  1  meant  the  confrontation  occurred  daily  and 
a  response  of  4  meant  it  occurred  rarely  or  never.    The  average  response 
was  2.8  fpr  verbal  confrontation  among  students  (slightly  more  often  than 
once  a  month)  and  3.2  for  verbal  confrontation  between  students  and 
teachers  (slightly  less  often  than  once  a  month).    Either  type  of  confron- 
tation occurred  with  less  frequency  in  high  SES  schools,  in  Catholic 
schools,  rural  schools,  and  small  schools. 


Table  4-40 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  REQUIRED  IN  LANGUAGES  FOR  COLLEGE  PREP..  1982 


LANGUAGE  COURSES 


ENGLISH  COURSES 


NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

X 

y. 

X 

y. 

NUMBER 

NUMBER  OF 

'A 

7. 

I 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

SCHOOLS 
(NEIGHTEO) 

WITH 
0-1 

NITH 
2-3 

NITH 
4-5 

NITH 
6  1  UP 

OF 
SCHOOLS 

SCHOOLS 
(NEIGHTEO) 

NITH 
0-1 

NITH 

2-3 

NITH 
4-5 

NITH 
6  4  UP 

626 

16460 

67.1 

14.7 

13.1 

5.2 

678 

17931 

2.4 

9.0 

27.7 

60.9 

SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

iun 

H 

195 
420 
209 

3222 
9365 
3663 

76.7 
73.7 
43.1 

13.4 
12.3 
21.5 

6.6 
11.6 
19.6 

1.1 
2.3 
15.6 

205 
449 
222 

3712 
10177 

4G32 

3.1 
2.7 
0.6 

17.5 
6.6 
1.6 

33.5 
24.6 
30.1 

46.0 
63.6 
67.5 

TPE: 

LIC 

HOLIC 

VATE 

723 
73 
30 

12990 
1396 
2093 

77.6 
32.1 
24.9 

10.1 
26.6 
33.7 

10.6 
31.1 
15.3 

1.5 
6.0 
26.1 

773 
74 
31 

14269 
1411 
2250 

2.9 
1.4 
0.0 

11.0 
3.3 
0.0 

25.6 
30.3 
39.5 

60.6 
65.0 
60.5 

IC  REGION: 

THEAST 
TH  CENTRAL 

m 
r 

175 
234 
250 
167 

2977 
5460 
5319 
2703 

42.2 
80.1 
69.3 
63.5 

27.3 
6.1 

17.1 
9.5 

25.3 
10.5 
9.4 
12.0 

5.1 
1.4 
4.2 
15.0 

179 
250 
275 
174 

3061 
5848 
6179 
2843 

0.5 
2.9 
2.6 
2.6 

2.3 
14.0 
7.8 
6.5 

37.6 
14.6 
36.7 
19.8 

59.3 
66.5 
50.6 
66.9 

t  TYPE: 

JRBAN 

n 

201 
406 
219 

2479 
5791 
6209 

36.4 
56.6 
82.1 

27.1 
14.5 
11.1 

27.3 
16.9 
6.1 

9.3 
9.6 
0.7 

212 
425 
241 

2543 
6371 
9017 

2.1 
1.5 
3.1 

3.7 
4.2 
13.9 

161 

26.  i 
31.  c 

76.1 
67.7 
51.9 

tZE! 

199 

-  499 

-  999 

)  -  1999 
)  t  ABOVE 

42 
96 
156 
321 
146 

4344 
4106 
3023 
3264 
769 

67.6 
70.6 
63.2 
66.1 
62.0 

17.7 
12.1 
14.4 
11.2 
17.9 

7.4 
10.2 
16.1 
19.4 
17.5 

7.3 
6.9 
4.3 
3.3 

2.6 

47 
101 
167 
337 
160 

4905 
4357 
3384 
3417 
824 

0.0 
4.1 
4.2 
1.7 
1.7 

10.7 
9.3 
7.5 
5.3 
6.6 

31.7 
26.2 
22.5 
27.6 
20.1 

57.6 
56.4 
65.6 
65.4 
69.4 

ICENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  NEIGHTEO  OATA. 
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Table  4-41 

PERCENT  OF  SENIORS  SUSPENDED  FOR  ACADEMIC  0*  DISCIPLINARY  REASON*!  1982 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OP  SCHOOL* 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE I 
PUOLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
HE  ST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE* 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE* 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


NUMBER 

OP 
SCHOOLS 


947 


NUMBER  DP 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 


19600 


230 
231 


630 
74 
35 


200 
261 
294 
192 


236 
449 

262 


52 
107 
176 
363 
174 


4226 
10716 
4724 


15369 
1411 
2600 


3260 
5992 
6646 
3762 


3211 
6637 
9632 


X 
HITH 
0-4  X 

X 

HITH 
5-9  X 

X 

HITH 
10-19  X 

X 
HITH 

20-100  ; 

69.7 

16.5 

10.6 

3.3 

66.3 

15.5 

16.1 

2.0 

66.0 

16.2 

10.7 

3.1 

76.5 

13.3 

5.4 

4.6 

65.0 

19.5 

12.3 

3.2 

61.1 

15.1 

3.6 

0.0 

66.6 

0.6 

4.9 

5.5 

.5 

21.5 

13.9 

3.0 

4 

19.6 

5.2 

3.5 

70.2 

14.1 

13.6 

1.9 

72.9 

10.9 

10.6 

5.6 

72.6 

13.7 

10.1 

3.6 

65.3 

16.4 

10.7 

5.6 

71.6 

16.0 

10.7 

1.5 

5634 

92.0 

4.7 

0.5 

2.6 

4670 

73.6 

10.2 

14.0 

2.0 

3629 

56.5 

24.6 

14.6 

4.3 

3701 

50.2 

31.7 

13.9 

4.2 

903 

53.3 

26.2 

12.6 

7.9 

NOTE*  PERCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table  4-42 


'OCCURRENCE  OF  VERBAL  CONFRONTATION  AMONG  STUDENTS,  1982 
( 1=DAILY»  2s MEEKLY »  3= MONTHLY »  BARELY/NEVER) 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOLS 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVA7E 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE J 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


926 


208 
468 
224 


796 
74 
3? 


191 
254 
276 
181 


224 
430 
248 


50 
102 
175 
352 
174 


19035 


3930 
10375 
4362 


14687 
1425 
2564 


3203 
5891 
6373 
3210 


2839 

6646 
9191 


5319 
4546 
3567 
3581 
908 


2.83 


2.70 
2.78 
3.07 


2.72 
3.34 
3.21 


2.85 
2.86 
2.76 
2.91 


2.68 
2.76 
2.93 


3.19 
2.95 
2.72 
2.45 
2.46 


0.94 


0.93 
0.91 
0.96 


0.90 
0.83 
1.00 


0.95 
0.92 
0.93 
0.97 


1.03 
0.97 
0.87 


0.96 
0.86 
0.87 
0.68 
0.92 
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Table  4-43 


OCCURRENCE  OF  VERBAL  CONFRONTATION  BETWEEN  STUDENTS  AND  TEACHERS,  1982 
( 1=DAILY>  2= MEEKLY*  3= MONTHLY »  SPARELY/NEVER) 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
I  WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


926 


18998 


3.17 


0.80 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL* 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 


209 
468 
223 


3939 
10344 
4346 


3.12 
3.13 
3.28 


0.81 
0.79 
0.79 


SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


795 
74 
33 


14648 
1425 
2565 


3.09 
3.50 
3.41 


0.81 
0.77 
0.67 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


191 

254 
276 
181 


3203 
5383 
6368 
3165 


3.16 
3.11 
3.15 
3.31 


0.85 
0.78 
0.77 
0.81 


COMMUNITY  TYPE* 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


224 
430 
248 


2839 
6653 
9146 


2.94 
3.18 
3.22 


0.83 
0.83 
0.75 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  A  ABOVE 


50 
103 
175 
353 
173 


5319 
4548 
3567 
3605 
899 


3.44 
3.12 
3.08 
2.94 
2.95 


0.68 
0.71 
0.88 
0.85 
0.93 
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Third,  administrators  assessed  the  severity  of  12  problems  in  their 
schools  in  both  1980  and  1982.    Table  4-44  presents  their  responses  to 
five  of  these  problems,  and  an  average  response  to  all  12  problems. 
Responses  were  1  ■  serious  to  4  ■  no  problem  exists. 

Table  4-44 


Severity  of 
(Scale:  1  - 

Problems  in  the  High  School 
serious  to  4  ■  no  problems) 

1980 

1982 

Mean 

S.D 

-  Mean 

S.D. 

Teacher  absenteeism 

3.2 

0.7 

3.2 

0.7 

Vandalism  within  the  school 

2.8 

0.6 

2.9 

0.5 

Drug  and  alcohol  abuse 

2.6 

0.7 

2.7 

0.7 

Student  absenteeism 

2.6 

0.8 

2.5 

0.7 

Parental  lack  of  interest 
in  students'  progress 

2.6 

0.8 

2.5 

0.7 

Average  of  12  problems 

3.0 

0.4 

3.0 

0.4 

The  average  report  for  all  12  problems  was  3.0,  or  minor.  Teacher 
absenteeism,  vandalism,  and  drug  and  alcohol  abuse  were  considered  minor 
problems,  while  student  absenteeism  and  lack  of  parental  interest  fell 
between  moderate  and  minor.    These  ratings  are  shown  by  classification 
variables  in  Tables  4-45  through  4-50.    Generally,  problems  are  less 
severe  in  high  SES  than  in  low  SES  schools,  in  Catholic  than  in  public 
schools,  in  rural  than  in  urban  schools,  and  in  small  than  in  large 
schools.    Large  differences  occur  between  high  and  low  SES  schools  in  two 
areas:     student  absenteeism  and  lack  of  parental  interest.  Differences 
between  Catholic  and  public  schools  are  substantial  in  these  two  areas 
and  with  regard  to  teacher  absenteeism.    School  size  is  associated  with  the  reported 
severity  of  student  absenteeism,  teacher  absenteeism,  vandalism,  and  drug 
and  alcohol  abuse. 

Finally,  students  were  asked  to  what  extent  certain  disciplinary 
matters  were  problems  in  their  schools.    Table  4-51  summarizes  their 
responses  as  sophomores  (1980)  and  seniors  (1982).    Responses  were 
1  =  Often  Happens  to  3  =  Rarely  or  Never  Happens. 
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Table  4-45 


SEVERITY  OF  TEACHER  ABSENTEEISM 
(1=SERI0US»  2=MODERATE,  3=MINORi  4=M0  PROBLEM  EXISTS) 


1980  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 
OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


TOTAL 


904 


18674 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


3.16 


0.66 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 
OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


904 


10674 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


3.15 


0.67 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOg  203              3881  2.96  0.66  203 

MEDIUM  467             10344  3.22  0.68  467 

HIGH                                                 4365  3-19  059  22* 


3881 
10344 
4365 


3.00 
3.15 
3.28 


0.67 
0.65 
0.69 


SCHOOL  TYPE'- 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


791 
73 
32 


14611 
1424 
2564 


3.09 
3.43 
3.41 


0.67 
0.66 
0.49 


791 
73 
32 


14611 
1424 
2564 


3.05 
3.55 
3.52 


0.65 
0.58 
0.61 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


187 
252 
277 
180 


3138 
5836 
6420 
3206 


2.98 
3.29 
3.12 
3.17 


0.70 
0.68 
0.62 
0.62 


187 
252 
277 
180 


3138 
5836 
6420 
3206 


3.06 
3.20 
3.14 
3.16 


0.64 
0.70 
0.63 
0.72 


COMMUNITY  TYPE'- 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


217 
431 
248 


2816 
6672 
9110 


3.08 
3.04 
3.27 


0.66 
0.65 
0.66 


217 
431 
248 


2816 
6672 
9110 


3.14 
3.06 
3.21 


0.78 
0.63 
0.66 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  A  ABOVE 


50 
101 
174 
353 
171 


5319 
4429 
3591 
3616 
896 


3.51 
3.12 
3.11 
2.91 
2.71 


0.51 
0.64 
0.67 
0.65 
0.67 


50 
101 
174 
353 
171 


5319 
4429 
3591 
3616 
896 


3.38 
3.22 
3.17 
2.87 
2.80 


0.59 
0.69 
0.66 
0.58 
0.66 
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Table  .4-46 


SEVERITY  OF  VANDALISM  WITHIN  THE  SCHOOL 
(IsSERIOUS,  2=MOOERATE9  3=MIN0Rf  4=N0  PROBLEM  EXISTS ) 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOU 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  *  ABOVE 


908 


209 
464 
225 


794 
74 
32 


188 
255 
277 
180 


223 
428 
249 


50 
103 
175 
354 
173 


18753 


3944 
10357 
4369 


14689 
1425 
2564 


3170 
5920 
6391 
3198 


2635 
6622 
9221 


5319 
4548 
3580 
3605 
900 


2.84 


2.74 
2.87 
2.85 


2.78 
3.04 
3.05 


2.79 
2.93 
2.77 
2.88 


2.74 
2.80 
2.89 


3.16 
2.77 
2.80 
2.68 
2.48 


0.61 


0.66 
0.60 
0.58 


0.61 
0.55 
0.57 


0.74 
0.57 
0.54 
0.65 


0.75 
0.50 
0.58 


0.56 
0.55 
0.54 
0.54 
0.63 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


908 


209 
464 
225 


794 
74 
32 


188 

255 
277 
180 


223 
428 
249 


50 
103 
175 
354 
173 


18753 


3944 
10357 
4369 


14689 
1425 
2564 


3170 
5920 
6391 
3198 


2835 
6622 
9221 


5319 
4548 
3580 
3605 
900 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


2.94 


2.87 
2.96 
2.94 


2.90 
3.03 
3.10 


2.91 
2.93 
2.97 
2.91 


2.86 
2.90 
2.98 


3.10 
2.95 
2.94 
2.80 
2.70 


0.52 


0.60 
0.49 
0.50 


0.51 
0.56 
0.51 


0.50 
0.50 
0.56 
0.46 


0.71 
0.52 
0.43 


0.47 
0.50 
0.49 
0.50 
0.57 
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Table  4-47 


SEVERITY  OF  DRUG  AND  ALCOHOL  ABUSE 
(l=SERIOUS»  2=MODERATE»  3=MINOR,  4 -NO  PROBLEM  EXISTS  > 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN  STB . 

RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN  3T0. 
RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


895 


18531 


2.57 


0.69 


895 


18531 


2.69 


0.70 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOU  207  3868 

MEDIUM  458  10269 

HIGH  220  4310 


2.47 
2.56 
2.66 


0.77 
0.68 
0.62 


207 
458 
220 


3868 
10C69 
4310 


2.60 
2.69 
2.78 


0.74 
0.66 
0.74 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


784 
71 
32 


14492 
1399 
2564 


2.48 
2.85 
2.91 


0.68 
0.71 
0.57 


764 
71 
32 


14492 
1399 
2564 


2.^9 
2.82 
3.19 


0.65 
0.59 
0.76 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


183 
251 
273 
180 


3097 
5855 
6306 
3198 


2.58 
2.53 
2.63 
2.49 


0.67 
0.68 
0.74 
0.63 


183 
251 
273 
180 


3097 
5855 
6306 
3198 


2.71 
2.64 
2.70 
2.73 


0.66 
0.64 
0.76 
0.70 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


219 
423 
245 


2793 
6556 
9107 


2.67 
2.47 
2.60 


0.73 
0.66 
0.69 


219 
423 
245 


2793 
6556 
9107 


2.68 
2.51 
2.82 


0.80 
0.70 
0.63 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


49 
102 
175 
343 
174 


5288 
4502 
3580 
3457 
903 


2.87 
2.57 
2.39 
2.39 
2.37 


0.78 
0.57 
0.67 
0.61 
0.56 


49 
102 
175 
343 
174 


5288 
4502 
3580 
3457 
903 


3.15 
2.63 
2.46 
2.41 
2.44 


0.75 
0.54 
0.60 
0.57 
0.58 
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Table  4-48 


SEVERITY  OF  STUDENT  ABSENTEEISM 
(1=SERI0US,  2=MOOEr?ATE,  3=MINOR,  4= NO  PRODLEM  EXISTS) 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    C WEIGHTED) 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


910 


208 
468 
224 


798 
72 
32 


187 
254 
279 
182 


221 
431 
250 


49 
104 
175 
354 
174 


18715 


3015 
10452 
4364 


14662 
1414 
2564 


3175 
5916 
6331 
3218 


2817 
6678 
9145 


5190 
4593 
3592 
3619 
903 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


2.55 


2.25 
2.54 
2.83 


2.39 
3.*9 
3.14 


2.67 
?.6l 
2.48 
2.45 


2.44 
2.48 
2.63 


2.98 
2.51 
2.50 
2.20 
2.01 


0.76 


0.78 
0.74 
0.69 


0.73 
0.63 
0.57 


0.72 
0.73 
0.75 
0.86 


0.94 
0.69 
0.75 


0.72 
0.60 
0.68 
0.76 
0.75 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


910 


208 
468 
224 


798 
72 
32 


187 
254 
279 
182 


221 
431 
250 


49 
104 
175 
354 
174 


18715 


3815 
10452 
4364 


14662 
1414 
2564 


3175 
5916 
6331 
3218 


2817 
6678 
9145 


5190 
4593 
3592 
3619 
903 


MEAN 

RESPONSE 


STD. 
DEVIATION 


2.52 


2.22 
2.53 
2.74 


2.41 
2.96 
2.89 


2.73 
2.57 
2.40 
2.44 


2.30 
2.52 
2.58 


2.83 
2.58 
2.46 
2.18 
2.06 


0.72 


0.79 
0.69 
0.62 


0.73 
0.69 
0.40 


0.76 
0.72 
0.67 
0.70 


0.77 
0.68 
0.72 


0.54 
0.67 
0.71 
0.71 
0.70 
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Table  4-49 


SEVERITY  OF  PARENTAL  LACK  OF  INTEREST  IN  STUDENTS  PROGRESS 
(l=SERIOUS»  2sM00ERATEr  3=HINORt  4=N0  PROBLEM  EXISTS) 


I960  RESPONSE 


1962  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN  STD. 
RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


NUMBER     NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


MEAN  STD. 
RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


909 


16776 


2.56 


0.62 


909 


16776 


2.54 


0.70 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  207  3917  1.96  0.73  207  3917  2.21  0.69 

MEDIUM  466  10427  2.52  0.70  466  10427  2.46  0.63 

HIGH  225  4367  3.26  0.67  225  4367  2.96  0.66 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 


797 
73 
32 


14732 
1424 
2564 


2.37 
3.32 
3.36 


0.74 
0.71 
0.59 


797 
73 
32 


14732 
1424 
2564 


2.41 
3.04 
3.00 


0.67 
0.71 
0.54 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


166 
255 
279 
162 


3176 
5902 
6423 
3216 


2.70 
2.62 
2.37 
2.62 


0.64 
0.76 
0.63 
0.61 


186 
255 
279 
162 


3176 
5902 
6423 
3216 


2.49 
2.61 
2.42 
2.69 


0.74 
0.69 
0.70 
0.64 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


221 
431 
250 


2629 
6662 
9229 


2.61 
2.67 
2.44 


0.62 
0.64 
0.79 


221 
431 
250 


2629 
6662 
9229 


2.52 
2.56 
2.53 


0.72 
0.76 
0.63 


SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  49? 
500  -  999 
1000  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


49 
103 
176 
355 
173 


5297 
4546 
3596 
3632 
905 


2.66 
2.37 
2.57 
2.49 
2.53 


0.65 
0.63 
0.64 
0.71 
0.67 


49 
103 
176 
355 
173 


5297 
454 & 
3596 
3632 
905 


2.71 
2.46 
2.56 
2.43 
2.45 


0.5<* 
0.77 
0.75 
0.71 
0.64 
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Table  4-50 


AVERAGE  OF  SEVERITY  OF  PROBLEMS  WITHIN  SCHOOLS 
fl "SERIOUS f  2=MODERATE,  3=MIN0R,  4=N0  PROBLEM  EXISTS ) 


1980  RESPONSE 


1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTED ) 


MEAN 

RESPONSE 


STO. 
DEVIATION 


TOTAL 

AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 
LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
CATHOLIC 
PRIVATE 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 
0  -  199 
200  -  499 
500  -  999 
JjOO  -  1999 
2000  ft  ABOVE 


911 


208 
469 
224 


797 
74 
32 


188 
255 
278 
182 


221 
432 
250 


50 
103 
176 
355 
172 


18813 


3939 
10428 
4362 


14748 
1425 
2564 


3183 
5920 
6416 
3218 


2829 
6680 
9229 


5319 
4548 
3596 
3627 
901 


3.01 


2.80 
3.01 
3.19 


2.92 
3.36 
3.33 


3.01 
3.06 
2.95 
3.02 


2.97 
2.96 
3.06 


3.31 
2.98 
2.95 
2.81 
2.68 


0.41 


0.38 
0.39 
0.38 


0.38 
0.37 
0.29 


0.40 
0.40 
0.39 
0.44 


0.51 
0.38 
0.36 


0.35 
0.32 
0.38 
0.35 
0.3d 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS 
SCHOOLS  (WEIGHTED) 


911 


208 
469 
224 


797 
74 
32 


188 
255 
278 
182 


221 
432 
250 


50 
103 
176 
355 
172 


18813 


3939 
10428 
4362 


14748 
1425 
2564 


3183 
5920 
6416 
3218 


2829 
6680 
9229 


5319 
4548 
3596 
3627 
901 


MEAN 
RESPONSE 


STO, 
DEVIATION 


3.01 


2.68 
3.00 
3.15 


2.93 
3.29 
3.33 


2.99 
3.04 
2.99 
3.02 


2.93 
2.96 
3.06 


3.25 
3.03 
2.96 
2.80 
2.71 


0.36 


0.39 
0.33 
0.36 


0.34 
0.25 
0.26 


0.34 
0.36 
0.36 
0.38 


0.50 
0.35 
0.31 


0.26 
0.32 
0.34 
0.33 
0.36 
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Table  4-51 

Student  Assessment  of  Disciplinary  Problems  in  School 
(Scale:     1  ■  serious  to  4  ■  no  problem) 


1980 

1982 

Mean 

S.D. 

Mean 

S.D. 

2.8 

0.5 

2.9 

0.4 

20 

0.7 

2.1 

0.7 

1.9 

0.7 

2.0 

0.7 

1.8 

0.7 

1.9 

0.7 

1.7 

0.7 

1.7 

0.7 

1.5 

0.7 

1.6 

0.7 

Students  attack  or  threaten 
to  attack  teachers 

Students  get  in  fights  with 
each  other 

Students  refuse  to  obey 
instructions 

Students  talk  back  to  teachers 

Students  don't  attend  school 

Students  cut  classes 

Students  reported  that  students  rarely  (2.8)  attacked  or  threatened 
to  attack  their  teachers,  and  that  sometimes  (2.0)  students  fought  with 
each  other,  refused*  to  obey  instructions,  and  talked  back  to  teachers. 
They  cut  classes  and  skipped  school  somewhat  more  frequently.  Again, 
some  of  these  responses  varied  by  classification  variables.    (See  Tables 
4-52  through  4-57.)    Students  in  public  schools,  for  example,  reported 
that  students  sometimes  got  in  fights  with  each  other,  whii.e  those  in 
Catholic  schools  reported  student  fights  rarely  occurred  (2.1  versus  2.7). 
Student  absenteeism  and  the  cutting  of  classes  were  also  reported  to  be 
considerably  more  frequent  in  public  than  in  Catholic  schools  (1.6 
versus  2.2  for  absenteeism  and  1.5  versus  2.0  for  cutting  classes). 
Smaller  differences  were  found  between  these  two  school  types  in  two 
other  areas:     students  refuse  to  obey  instructions  and  students  talk  back 
to  teachers.    Small  differences  also  appeared  between  high  and  low  SES 
students  and  academic  and  nonacademic  students  in  three  areas:  students 
fighting  with  each  other,  refusing  to  obey  instructions,  and  talking  back 
to  teachers. 

b.    School  Rules.     Schools  were  asked  to  report  which  of  five  rules 
they  enforced  in  1980  and  which  of  nine  rules  they  enforced  in  1982.  In 
the  latter  year,  the  rules  ranged  in  coverage  from  the  use  of  hall  passes 
to  student  dress  codes  to  rules  about  materials  to  be  brought  to  class. 
As  shown  in  Table  4-58,  the  average  number  of  school  rules  enforced  was 
6.6  in  1982,  with  little  variation  by  type  or  location  of  school.  When 
students  were  asked  how  many  of  these  rules  were  enforced  by  their 
school,  the  mean  response  was  generally  0.7  below  that  reported  by  the 
schools.    This  finding  held  across  all  types  of  schools. 
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Table  4-52 


EXTENT  OF  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEM  IN  SCHOOL:  STUDENTS  ATTACK  OR  THREATEN  TO  ATTACK  TEACHERS 
(1=DFTEN  HAPPENS;  3=RARELY  OR  NEVER  HAPPENS) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBHC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


21295 


10332 
10963 


47*7 
10277 
5580 


15566 
2733 
289 
182 
1496 
243 
753 


18415 
663 
2217 


4757 
6347 
6574 
3617 


6924 
8835 
5415 


4336 
10612 
6347 


2727835 


1346396 
1381439 


570134 
1362595 
714785 


2141232 
336836 
31356 
23328 
102236 
23803 
65392 


2456964 
78170 
192700 


626865 
813537 
869657 
4*7775 


891534 
1098292 
723438 


512630 
1321246 
893959 


MEAN 
2.79 


2.76 
2.82 


2.72 
2.79 
2.86 


2.82 
2.60 
2.83 
2.73 
2.74 
2.58 
2.75 


2.77 
2.95 
2.94 


2.74 
2.81 
2.78 
2.85 


2.77 
2.86 
2.72 


2.71 
2.81 
2.80 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.2 
0.3 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


MEAN 
2.85 


2.83 
2.87 


2.80 
2.85 
2.90 


2.88 
2.70 
2.88 
2.88 
2.82 
2.70 
2.80 


2.84 
2.95 
2.94 


2.83 
2.86 
2.83 
2.89 


2.83 
*.91 
2.79 


2.77 
2.87 
2.86 


S.D. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.6 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.2 
0.3 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0* 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.1 


0.1* 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0* 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


1.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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Table  4-53 


EXTENT  OF  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEM  IN  SCHOOL:  STUDENTS  6ET  IN  FIGHTS  WITH  EACH  OTHER 
tl=OFTEN  HAPPENS?  3= RARELY  OR  NEVER  HAPPENS ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN -AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

curriculum: 

GENERAL 

ACADEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21294 


10330 
10964 


4745 
10274 
5578 


15569 
2726 
288 
182 
1498 
242 
756 


18420 
663 
2211 


4758 
6344 
6574 
3618 


6916 
8833 
5423 


4327 
10613 
6354 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2726890 


1345974 
1380916 


569866 
1361933 
714126 


2140694 
336291 
31194 
23328 
102385 
23784 
65563 


2457104 
77657 
192129 


627073 
813418 
868827 
417572 


889315 
1098330 
724432 


511715 
1320702 
894473 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.99 


1.96 
2.02 


1.91 
1.97 
2.10 


2.01 
1.90 
2.18 
1.94 
1.98 
1.95 
1.99 


1.94 
2.61 
2.39 


1.94 
2.01 
1.96 
2.11 


1.94 
2.09 
1.90 


2.00 
2.02 
1.95 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
2.14 


2.14 
2.13 


2.02 
2.11 
2.30 


2.17 
1.96 
2.27 
2.03 
2.13 
1.93 
2.16 


2.09 
2.72 
2.58 


2.10 
2.17 
2.07 
2.28 


2.08 
2.27 
2.02 


2.09 
2.19 
2.09 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.5 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.5 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0,2* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.2* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2* 

0.0 

0.2* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
-0.0 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
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Table  4-54 


EXTENT  OF  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEM  IN  SCHOOL:  STUDENTS  REFUSE  TO  OBEY  INSTRUCTIONS 
C l'DFTEN  HAPPENS;  3=RARELY  OR  NEVER  HAPPENS ) 

LONGIT10INAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX! 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


10316 
10930 


4731 
10251 
5572 


1553B 
2720 
287 
180 
1489 
242 
756 


18366 
664 
2216 


4750 
6343 
6549 
3604 


6901 
6830 
5392 


4327 
10590 
6329 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2721469 


1345354 
1376115 


568354 
1359529 
713231 


2136667 
335193 
31018 
23126 
102363 
23658 
65678 


2451211 
77856 
192402 


625315 
813254 
866273 
416627 


888440 
1097203 
720815 


511818 
1318433 
891218 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
1.94 


1.94 
1.93 


1.88 
1.91 
2.03 


1.96 
1.81 
2.04 
1.80 
1.94 
1.80 
1.96 


1.90 
2.40 
2.25 


1.87 
1.95 
1.92 
2.05 


1.89 
2.02 
1.87 


1.91 
1.95 
1.92 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.04 


2.05 
2.04 


1.96 
2.02 
2.17 


2.07 
1.86 
2.14 
2.03 
2.05 
1.90 
2.05 


2.01 
2.40 
2.36 


1.98 
2.06 
2.00 
2.21 


1.98 
2.15 
1.95 


1.98 
2.08 
2.03 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0,7 
H.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.1 


0.1* 
-0.0 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
-0.0 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
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Table  4-55 


EXTENT  OF  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEM  IN  SCHOOL'  STUDENTS  TALK  BACK  TO  TEACHERS 
(l'OFTEN  HAPPENS!  3-RARELY  OR  NEVER  HAPPENS) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


SAMPLE 


MEIGHTED 


1900  SOPHOMORES 


N 

N 

MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

1982 

SENIORS 

POOLED 

1962-1960 

EFFECT 

MEAN 

8.0. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

S.D. 

DIFFERENCE 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

£1177 

2712617 

1.75 

0.7 

1.90 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.2 

text 

MALE 

10856 

1336284 

1.77 

0.7 

1.92 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.8 

FEMALE 

1  AD91 

10921 

1  Y7&RW 

1.75 

0.7 

1  AO 

1  •  Ot 

A  7 
V.  / 

1*  7 

A  9* 

0.2* 

A  9 

O.Z 

■Ml 

LOU 

4723 

566726 

1.71 

0.7 

1.64 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.8 

MIDDLE 

10217 

1354713 

1.73 

0.7 

1.67 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

O.t 

HIGH 

5546 

710tSo 

1.63 

0.7 

2.02 

A  7 
V.  / 

A  7 

0.2* 

A  X 

RACE* 

NnlTC 

15469 

1.76 

0.7 

A  7 

A  7 

A  9« 

A  9 

V.C 

BLACK 

2710 

334465 

1.65 

0.7 

1.75 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.1 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

261 

30253 

1.86 

0.7 

2.01 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2 

0.8 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

163 

23556 

1.69 

0.7 

1.64 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1 

0.2 

MEXICAN* AMERICAN 

1469 

101605 

1.64 

0.7 

1.97 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.8 

PUERTO  RICAN 

240 

23363 

1.64 

0.7 

1.65 

0.7 

0.7 

0.0 

0.0 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

752 

65461 

1.75 

0.7 

1.91 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.2 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 

16311 

2442716 

1.71 

0.7 

1.67 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.2 

PRIVATE 

664 

76209 

2.15 

0.7 

2.25 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1 

0.1 

CATHOLIC 

2202 

191892 

2.09 

0.7 

2.21 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.2 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4731 

623962 

1.69 

0.7 

1.63 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.2 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6311 

609316 

1.75 

0.7 

1.89 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.2 

SOUTH 

6542 

864247 

1.74 

0.7 

1.89 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.2 

NEST 

3593 

415271 

1.66 

0.7 

2.04 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.8 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

6661 

665603 

1.70 

0.7 

1.63 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.2 

ACADEMIC 

6796 

1093946 

1.64 

0.7 

2.01 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.3 

VOCATIONAL 

5375 

716370 

1.69 

0.7 

1.63 

0.7 

0.7 

0  1* 

0.2 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4313 

510096 

1.76 

0.7 

1.86 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.2 

SUBURBAN 

10550 

1313303 

1.77 

0.7 

1.94 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.2 

RURAL 

6314 

669417 

1.72 

0.7 

1.67 

0.7 

0.7 

0.1* 

0.8 
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Table  4-56 


EXTENT  OP  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEM  IN  SCHOOLS  STUDENTS  DON'T  ATTEND  SCHOOL 
fl-DFTEN  HAPPENS;  3=RABELY  OR  NEVER  HAPPENS) 

LONGITUDINAL  CONPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  HMD  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


21271 


10334 
10937 


4742 
10268 
5566 


15562 
2719 
286 
179 
1492 
241 
758 


16391 
665 
2215 


4750 
6330 
6574 
3617 


6915 
6826 
5406 


4329 
10599 
6343 


2724368 


1345463 
1378926 


569205 
1360939 
713334 


2139966 
335507 
31047 
22582 
102075 
23654 
65789 


2453952 
77790 
192646 


626056 
811851 
869269 
417190 


690351 
1097007 
721886 


511843 
1319001 
693544 


MEAN 
1.71 


74 
66 


1.64 
1.70 
1.79 


1.72 
1.66 
1.84 
1.61 
1.64 
1.64 
1.72 


1.65 
2.30 

2.32 


1.72 
1.74 
1.70 
1.67 


1.67 
1.80 
1.63 


1.67 
1.73 
1.71 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
1.68 


1.72 
1.63 


1.61 
1.65 
1.77 


1.69 
1.63 
1.74 
1.55 
1.61 
1.56 
1.67 


1.61 
2.22 
2.29 


1.67 
1.73 
1.65 
1.63 


1.61 
1.78 
1.60 


1.60 
1.70 
1.68 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0* 


-0.0 
-0.1* 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


-0.0 

-0.0* 

-0.0 


-0.0* 

-0.0 

-0.1 

-0.1 

-0.0 

-0.1 

-0.1 


-0.0* 

-0.1 

-0.0 


-0.0* 
-0.0 
-0.1* 
-0.0 


-0.1* 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.1* 
-0.0* 
-0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.1 


-0.0 
-0.1 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 
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Table  4-57 


EXTENT  DP  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEM  IN  SCHOOL'  STUDENTS  CUT  CLASSES*  EVEN  IF  THEY  ATTENO  SCHOOL 
<1=DFTEN  HAPPENS;  3=RARELY  OR  NEVER  HAPPENS) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


21350 


10363 
10987 


4764 
10296 
5589 


2733794 


1350032 
1383763 


571838 
1364896 
715620 


MEAN 
1.54 


1.58 
1.49 


1.54 
1.53 
1.54 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 

1.61 


1.65 
1.56 


1.59 
1.60 
1.64 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 

S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


RACE' 

WHITE  15589  2143979  1.54  0.7 

BLACK  2750  336613  1.51  0.7 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  290  31504  1.53  0.7 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  182  22897  1.53  0.7 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1501  103002  1.52  0.7 

PUERTO  RICAN  243  23603  1.47  0.7 

OTHER  HISPANIC  761  66229  1.50  0.7 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


18466 
666 
2218 


4781 
6342 
6599 
3628 


2462577 
78520 
192697 


629966 
813028 
871650 
419151 


1.47 
1.96 
2.23 


1.50 
1.58 
1.58 
1.41 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


1.63 
1.51 
1.60 
1.49 
1.56 
1.40 
1.59 


1.54 
2.00 
2.30 


1.56 
1.68 
1.64 
1.47 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 

-0.0 
0.0 

-0.1 
0.1 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 

-0.1 
0.1 

-0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6940 
8842 
5443 


893094 
1098425 
727059 


1.51 
1.59 
1.50 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1.56 
1.68 
1.56 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.0* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4367 
10622 
6361 


516127 
1321139 
896528 


1.45 
1.52 
1.61 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1.46 
1.60 
1.70 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.1* 


0.0 

0.1 
0.1 
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Table  4-58 


NIA1BER  OF  SCHOOL  RULES  ENFORCED 
(1980  -  0  TO  5  RULES;  1902  -  0  TO  9  RULES ) 


1980  RESPONSE  1982  RESPONSE 


NUMBER      NUMBER  OF  NUMBER      NUMBER  OF 

OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD.  OF  SCHOOLS  MEAN  STD. 

SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTED)      RESPONSE    DEVIATION       SCHOOLS    (WEIGHTED )      RESPONSE  DEVIATION 


TOTAL 


926 


19008 


3.58 


0.98 


926 


19008 


6.56 


1.72 


AVERAGE  SES  OF  SCHOOL: 

LOW  215  3996 

MEDIUM  474  10554 

HIGH  227  4374 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  811  14943 

CATHOLIC  74  1425 

PRIVATE  33  2565 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  191  3203 

NORTH  CENTRAL  258  5927 

SOUTH  283  6508 

WEST  106  3295 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  226  2853 

SUBURBAN  440  6782 

RURAL  252  9298 

SCHOOL  SIZE: 

0  -  199  50  5319 

200  -  499  105  4653 

500  -  999  177  3620 

1000  -  1999  360  3658 

2000  ft  ABOVE  176  914 


3.66 
3.67 
3.29 


3.60 
4.04 
3.17 


3.52 
3.78 
3.63 
3.17 


3.60 
3.58 
3.57 


3.46 
3.60 
3.68 
3.68 
3.59 


0.96 
0.89 
1.13 


0.92 
0.78 
1.25 


0.89 
0.86 
1.01 
1.08 


0.68 
1.14 
0.68 


1.02 
0.95 
0.96 
0.96 
0.97 


215 
474 
227 


811 
74 
33 


191 
258 
283 
186 


226 
440 
252 


50 
105 
177 
360 
176 


3996 
10554 
4374 


14943 
1425 
2565 


3203 
5927 
6508 
3295 


2853 
6782 
9298 


5319 
4653 
3620 
3658 
914 


6.85 
6.61 
6.18 


6.58 
7.00 
6.19 


6.43 
6.42 
7.16 
5.75 


6.48 
6.54 
6.60 


6.33 
6.52 
6.75 
6.68 
6.83 


1.52 
1.71 
1.83 


1.69 
1.21 
2.00 


1.81 
1.71 
1.45 
1.72 


1.50 
1.96 
1.59 


1.89 
1.76 
1.54 
1.67 
1.50 
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School  administrators  also  reported  vhat  percentage  of  their  teachers 
they  thought  were  scrict  or  very  permissive  about  discipline  in  their 
classrooms.     (See  Table  4-59.)    Forty-three  percent  of  the  schools 
reported  that  75  percent  or  more  of  their  teachers  were  very  strict. 
A  larger  percentage  of  low  SES  schools  had  strict  teachers  than  high  SES 
schools  (53  versus  43  percent),  and  52  percent  of  Catholic  schools  had 
mostly  strict  teachers  compared  with  44  percent  of  public  schools.  Size 
and  community  type  had  little  effect  on  the  distribution  of  this  variable. 
Looking  at  teachers  who  were  considered  very  permissive,  we  find  that  36 
percent  of  the  public  schools  and  53  percent  of  the  Catholic  schools 
reported  that  fewer  than  10  percent  of  their  teachers  fell  into  that 
category.    Schools  located  in  the  West  appear  to  have  the  largest  percent- 
age of  permissive  and  the  smallest  percentage  of  strict  teachers. 

c.     Impact  of  school  rules.    Students  rated  the  strictness  and 
fairness  of  discipline  in  their  schools  in  both  1980  and  1982  on  a  scale 
of  1  ■  poor  and  4  ■  excellent.    Table  4-60  shows  that  the  .iverage  rating 
for  strictness  was  2.5,  or  halfway  between  fair  and  good.  Catholic 
school  students  rated  the  strictness  of  their  schools'  discipline  as  3.0, 
or  good.    No  other  differences  appeared  when  students  were  grouped  by 
classification  variables.    Students  gave  the  fairness  of  the  discipline 
(Table  4-61)  a  rating  of  2.3,  or  fair.    Few  differences  appeared  when 
students  were  grouped  by  the  classification  variables,  including  school 
type. 

4.    Quality  of  Instruction 

The  student  questionnaire  asked  students  to  rate  their  teachers 
on  a  number  of  criteria  and  to  give  overall  ratings  of  the  quality  of 
instruction  in  their  schools  and  the  reputation  of  their  school  in  the 
community. 

a.    Ratings  of  teachers.    Seniors  were  asked  in  1982  to  note  how 
many  teachers  in  their  school  had  each  of  10  characteristics.  The 
responses  ranged  from  0  =  None  to  3  *  Most.    Table  4-62  summarizes  the 
results  of  this  question. 


Table  4-59 

PERCENT  OF  TEACHERS  MHO  ARE  VERY  STRICT/PERMISSIVE  IN  DISCIPLINE*  1982 


VERY  STRICT 


VERY  PERMISSIVE 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 


y.  y. 

WITH  NITH 
0-24  t     25-49  V. 


NITH  NITH 
50-74  5C   75-100  V. 


NUMBER 

OF 
SCHOOLS 


NUMBER  OF 
SCHOOLS 
(WEIGHTED) 


V. 

NITH 
0-4  7. 


Y. 

NITH 

5-9  y. 


906 

18842 

13.0 

15.4 

28.7 

42.9 

907 

18843 

19.4 

16.7 

214 

4073 

11.5 

9.7 

25.4 

53.4 

214 

4073 

19.4 

14.3 

464 

10415 

13.6 

17.9 

29.7 

38.8 

465 

10417 

16.9 

18.6 

226 

4346 

12.9 

14.8 

29.5 

42.9 

226 

4346 

25.6 

14.2 

801 

14946 

14.3 

16.3 

25.3 

44.2 

802 

14948 

17.6 

18.6 

73 

1410 

12.0 

8.0 

27.7 

52.3 

73 

1410 

42.6 

11.1 

32 

2486 

5.8 

14.1 

49.8 

10.3 

32 

2486 

17.5 

7.0 

187 

3142 

11.1 

13.4 

34.0 

41.5 

187 

3142 

15.2 

19.2 

251 

5875 

12.7 

15.1 

27.1 

45.2 

251 

5875 

20.2 

21.4 

284 

6476 

10.8 

13.1 

26.5 

49.6 

284 

6476 

26.3 

11.9 

184 

3349 

19.4 

22.2 

30.8 

27.6 

185 

3351 

6.7 

15.2 

218 

2792 

9.4 

13.0 

40.2 

37.4 

218 

2792 

13.9 

13.3 

440 
2*8 

6648 

14.7 

14.4 

25.9 

45.0 

440 

6648 

21.9 

19.7 

9402 

12.6 

16.6 

27.2 

43.2 

249 

9404 

19.3 

15.6 

y.  y. 

NITH  NITH 

io-i9  y.  2o-ioo  y. 


34.9 


33.0 
36.8 
32.1 


33.7 
32.3 
43.5 


27.2 
36.1 
34.2 
41.4 


29.9 
34.7 
36.5 


29.0 


33.4 
27.7 
28.1 


29.9 
14.0 
32.0 


38.4 
22.3 
27.6 
34.6 


42.6 
23.7 
28.6 


i 

H 


199 

49 

5297 

5.9 

15.5 

39.6 

39.0 

49 

-  499 

104 

4516 

12.5 

16.8 

22.6 

48.0 

104 

-  999 

170 

3484 

13.5 

14.0 

25.4 

47.1 

170 

1  -  J999 

352 

3616 

19.8 

15.1 

23.8 

41.3 

352 

1  1  ABOVE 

167 

879 

21.6 

18.6 

19.6 

39.7 

167 

5297 

25.3 

11.5 

33.7 

29.5 

4516 

19.3 

16.1 

37.6 

27.0 

3484' 

15.4 

17.6 

37.9 

29.1 

3616 

15.7 

24.2 

33.7 

26.5 

879 

11.1 

23.9 

28.0 

37.0 

•RCENTAGES  ARE  BASED  ON  WEIGHTED  DATA. 
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Table.  4-60 


STUDENT  RATING  OF  SCHOOL  STRICT  DISCIPLINE 
(1=P00R*  4s EXCELLENT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 


MEIGHTED 


1980  SOPKOHORES 


N 

N 

WHO  STAYED 

IN  SCHOOL 

1982 

SENIORS 

POOLED 

1982-1980 

EFFECT 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

S.D. 

DIFFERENCE 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

18768 

2412858 

2.48 

0.8 

2.51 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0* 

0.0 

, 

SEX: 

HALE 

9002 

1176542 

2.47 

0.8 

2.49 

0.9 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

FEHALE 

9766 

1236316 

2.49 

0.8 

2.52 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

SES: 

LOW 

3900 

469259 

2.43 

0.8 

2.49 

0.8 

0.8 

0.1 

0.1 

HIDDLE 

9237 

1229672 

2.48 

0.8 

2.49 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

|.  HIGH 

5197 

665131 

2.51 

0.8 

2.56 

0.8 

0.8 

0.1 

0.1 

RACE: 

WHITE 

14223 

1956381 

2.48 

0.8 

2.50 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

BLACK 

Pile 

0.9 

2.57 

0.9 

0.9 

0.1 

0.1 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

236 

25560 

2.50 

0.8 

2.57 

0.8 

0.8 

0.1 

0.1 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

138 

18122 

2.26 

0.9 

2.35 

0.9 

0.9 

0.1 

0.1 

;     MEXICAN -AMERICAN 

1174 

78500 

2.46 

0.8 

2.52 

0.8 

0.8 

0.1 

0.1 

•    PUERTO  RICAN 

193 

18618 

2.30 

0.8 

2.55 

0.9 

0.9 

0.3 

0.3 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

662 

57602 

2.51 

0.8 

2.56 

0.9 

0.9 

0.0 

0.1 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

16035 

2153196 

2.42 

0.8 

2.46 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0* 

0.1 

PRIVATE 

640 

75052 

2.81 

0.8 

2.74 

0.9 

0.8 

-0.1 

-0.1 

CATHOLIC 

2093 

184610 

3.07 

0.8 

2.95 

0.8 

0.8 

-0.1* 

-0.2 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4344 

573835 

2.48 

0.8 

2.47 

0.8 

0.8 

-0.0 

-0.0 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5673 

730541 

2.46 

0.8 

2.50 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

SOUTH 

5614 

740443 

2.55 

0.8 

2.55 

0.8 

0.8 

-0.0 

-0.0 

WEST 

3137 

368039 

2.38 

0.8 

2.52 

0.8 

0.8 

0.1» 

0.2 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

6008 

778132 

2.41 

0.8 

2.43 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

ACADEMIC 

8205 

1022778 

2.54 

0.8 

?.58 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

VOCATIONAL 

4480 

601972 

2.47 

0.8 

2.50 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3621 

430220 

2.48 

0.8 

2.51 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 

SUBURBAN 

9490 

1182820 

2.50 

0.8 

2.54 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0* 

0.1 

RURAL 

5657 

799819 

2.46 

0.8 

2.47 

0.8 

0.8 

0.0 

0.0 
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Table  4-61 


STUDENT  RATING  OF  SCHOOL  FAIRNESS  OF  DISCIPLINE 
(lsPOOR;  ^EXCELLENT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


SAMPLE 
N 

WEIGHTED 
N 

1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

1982 

SENIORS 

POO LEO 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

S.D. 

TOTAL 

18764 

2414118 

2.33 

0.8 

2.33 

0.9 

0.9 

wCA* 

HALE 

9012 

1177656 

2.33 

0.9 

2.31 

0.9 

0.9 

FEMALE 

9752 

1236460 

2.32 

0.8 

2.35 

0.8 

0.8 

SES: 

LOH 

2.26 

0.8 

2.30 

0.9 

0.9 

MIDDLE 

9227 

1227987 

2.31 

0.8 

2.31 

0.9 

0.9 

HIGH 

5199 

664449 

2.42 

0.8 

2.40 

0.9 

0.9 

RACE: 

WHITE 

14254 

1960354 

2.33 

0.6 

9  XX 

II  0 

A  O 

BLACK 

2102 

255590 

2.29 

0.9 

2.33 

0.9 

0.9 

ASIAN -AMERICAN 

230 

24439 

2.54 

0.7 

2.54 

0.8 

0.7 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

140 

lOUCJ 

2.22 

0.9 

A  CI 
0.7 

A  A 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1191 

79684 

2.28 

0.8 

2.36 

0.8 

0.8 

PUERTO  RICAN 

181 

17463 

2.25 

0.9 

2.43 

0.9 

0.9 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

640 

55803 

2.40 

0.8 

2.43 

0.9 

0.9 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

16040 

2153928 

2.31 

0.8 

2.32 

0.9 

0.9 

PRIVATE 

640 

75056 

2.44 

0.9 

2.51 

1.0 

0.9 

CATHOLIC 

2084 

185134 

2.53 

0.9 

2.44 

0.9 

0.9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4308 

568641 

2.30 

0.9 

2.29 

0.9 

0.9 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5663 

730804 

2.30 

0.8 

2.28 

0.9 

0.8 

SOUTH 

5632 

743667 

2.33 

0.9 

2.37 

0.9 

0.9 

NEST 

3161 

371006 

2.42 

0.8 

2.44 

0.6 

0.8 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

6043 

784933 

2.22 

T.8 

2.22 

0.9 

0.9 

ACADEMIC 

8159 

1016702 

2.46 

0.8 

2.45 

0.9 

0.6 

VOCATIONAL 

4489 

602760 

2.25 

O.S 

2.28 

0.9 

0.9 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3591 

425993 

2.39 

0.8 

2.37 

0.9 

0.8 

SUBURBAN 

9489 

1184286 

2.34 

0.8 

2.35 

0.9 

0.  F 

RURAL 

5684 

803836 

2.28 

0.9 

2.28 

0.9 

0.9 
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1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
-0.1 


-0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
-0.1 


-0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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Table  4-62 
Student  Rating  of  Teachers 

Standard 

How  many  teachers  in  your  school :                         Mean  Deviation 

Are  clear  in  their  presentations                           2.08  0.8 

Don't  talk  over  your  head                                      1.96  0*9 

Return  students1  work  promptly                             1.76  0.8 

Are  patient  and  understanding                                1.87  0.8 

Make  you  work  hard  so  you'll  learn                        1.79  0.8 

Treat  everyone  with  respect                                  1.87  0.8 


Take  an  interest  in  students' 
lives  outside  of  class 


1.24  0.8 


Are  witty  and  humorous  1.61  0.7 

Enjoy  their  work  2.20  0.8 

Are  doing  a  job  just  to  make  money  1.27  0.9 

The  first  five  questions  address  some  aspects  of  a  teacher's 
performance  in  the  classroom.     Students  reported,  on  average,  that  about 
half  of  their  teachers  were  clear  in  their  presentations,  did  not  talk 
over  their  heads,  and  were  patient  and  understanding.     Slightly  less  than 
half  returned  students'  work  promptly  and  made  them  work  hard.  Answers 
are  broken  down  by  classification  variables  in  Tables  4-63  through  4-67. 
Slightly  higher  responses  were  given  by  high  SES  students  and  by  those 
in  academic  programs  to  questions  about  clarity  of  presentation,  not 
talking  over  a  student's  head,  and  teachers  being  patient  and  understanding. 
Racial/ethnic  differences  emerged  on  only  one  of  these  five  questions: 
talking  over  a  student's  head.    The  highest  responses  were  given  consistently 
by  non-Catholic  private  school  students  and  then  by  Catholic  students. 
The  difference  between  non-Catholic  private  school  and  public  school 
students  was  generally  .5  of  a  standard  deviation  and  that  between 
Catholic  and  public  school  students,  .25  of  a  standard  deviation. 


Students  felt,  on  average,  that  nearly  half  of  their  teachers 
treated  everyone  with  respect.     Slightly  higher  responses  were  given  by 
high  SES  and  nonpublic  school  students  (Table  4-68).    They  felt,  however, 
that  only  a  few  teachers  took  an  interest  in  their  lives  outside  of 
class.    The  exception  was  non-Catholic  private  school  students  (Table 
4-69).    The  last  three  questions  addressed  whether  teachers  were  witty, 
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Table  4-63 


HON  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  ARE  CLEAR  IN  THEIR  PRESENTATIONS? 

f 0=NOME;  3=HOST) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


HEIGHTEN 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


22400 


10880 
11520 


4532 
9991 
5446 


16381 
2805 
311 
186 
1544 
274 
626 


19400 
741 
2259 


5312 
6619 
6609 
3860 


7327 
9251 
5696 


4660 
11215 
6525 


2592213 


1272426 
1319787 


488036 
1190082 
627747 


2044269 
303176 
31694 
21416 
95097 
22905 
66139 


2323246 
78499 
190466 


636233 
766029 
782024 
405926 


651624 
1042233 
6843*2 


495668 
1269360 
627165 


2.06 


2.11 
2.05 


2.00 
2.07 
2.16 


2.10 
1.97 
2.03 
1.99 
2.06 
1.96 
2.00 


2.05 
2.37 
2.25 


2.06 
2.10 
2.05 
2.10 


2.00 
216 
2.01 


2.04 
2.10 
2.07 


0.6 


0.6 

0.7 


0.6 

0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 

0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
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Table  4-64 


HOW  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  DON'T  TALK  OVER  YOUR  HEAO? 
f  0=NONE  t  3=M0ST ) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


22300 


2581850 


1*96 


0*9 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


10832 
11468 


1267242 
1314608 


1.97 
1.94 


0.9 
0.9 


SES: 


LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4502 
9948 
5433 


485528 
1184710 
626732 


1.80 
1.95 
2.14 


0.9 
0.9 
0.6 


RACE: 

WHITE  16338  2038959 

BLACK  2779  300696 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  308  31396 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  185  20916 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1527  94301 

PUERTO  RICAN  274  22991 

OTHER  HISPANIC  319  65182 


2.02 
1.71 
1.85 
1.80 
1.73 
1.66 
1.81 


0.9 
0.9 
0.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


19301 
741 
2258 


2312684 
78500 
190466 


1.93 
2.30 
2.16 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5289  635576 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6597  763514 

SOUTH  6571  778294 

WEST  3643  404464 


1.96 
2.00 
1.88 
2.01 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7280 
9226 
5667 


846577 
1039939 
681234 


1.84 
2.17 
1.79 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4629 
11166 
6505 


493114 
1263632 
824905 


1.89 
1.99 
1.94 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
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Table  4-65 


HOW  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  RETURN  STUDENTS'  WORK  PROMPTLY? 

(0=NONE;  3 -MOST) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  21955  2543235 
SEX: 

MALE  10690  1250554 

FEMALE  11265  1292681 

SES: 

LOW  4405  476083 

MIDDLE  9810  1168630 

HIGH  5370  618972 

RACE: 

WHITE  16121  2012308 

BLACK  2711  293126 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  306  31165 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  181  20793 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1497  92245 

PUERTO  RICAN  270  22593 

OTHER  HISPANIC  801  63789 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  19004  2278111 

PRIVATE  736  77957 

CATHOLIC  2215  187167 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5201  625673 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6516  754781 

SOUTH  6460  764583 

WEST  3778  398198 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  7162  834752 

ACADEMIC  9103  1025847 

VOCATIONAL  5567  668990 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  4543  483961 

SUBURBAN  11004  1246072 

RURAL  6408  613201 


1.76 


1.79 
1.73 


1.74 
1.75 
1.80 


1.76 
1.71 
1.76 
1.75 
1.78 
1.75 
1.83 


1.75 
1.94 
1.78 


1.78 
1.77 
1.75 
1.73 


1.69 
1.83 
1.73 


1.76 
1.77 
1.75 


0.8 


0.8 

0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.8 
0.6 
0.6 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.6 
0.7 
0.8 


0.6 
0.6 
0.8 
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Table  4-66 


HOM  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  ARE  PATIENT  AND  UNDERSTANDING? 

(o=none;  3=host) 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEHALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HI6H 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


22275 


10819 
11456 


4490 
9951 
5419 


16319 
2768 
310 
186 
1529 
273 
820 


19288 
739 
2248 


5283 
6590 
6557 
3845 


7286 
9206 
5656 


4631 
11155 
6489 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2578537 


1265202 
1313335 


463664 
1185060 
624971 


2036749 
299258 
31557 
21375 
94033 
22766 
65391 


2310463 
76496 
189578 


634996 
763394 
775512 
404635 


846860 
1037698 
6/9964 


493185 
1262539 
822814 


MEAN 


1.87 


1.66 
1.86 


1.82 
1.87 
1.95 


1.89 
1-79 
1.92 
1.76 
X.85 
1.80 
1.89 


1.85 
2.23 
2.03 


1.86 
1.68 
1.64 
1.93 


77 
01 
79 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.6 
0.8 


1.65 
1.88 
1.87 


0.8 
0.8 
0.6 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
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Table  4-67 


how  many  teachers  in  your  school  hake  you  work  hard  so  you'll  learn? 

<o=none;  3=host) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  22373  2590328 
SEX: 

HALE  10876  1272858 

FEMALE  11497  1317470 

SES: 

LOW  4520  486859 

MIDDLE  9984  1189577 

HIGH  5441  627458 

RACES 

WHITE  16363  2042297 

BLACK  2803  303365 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  309  31530 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  185  21249 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1543  95409 

PUERTO  RICAN  276  23236 

OTHER  HISPANIC  824  65813 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  19377  2321749 

PRIVATE  740  78646 

CATHOLIC  2256  189933 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5300  636657 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6610  765344 

SOUTH  6607  782713 

WEST  3856  405615 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  7318  850961 

ACADEMIC  9237  1041113 

VOCATIONAL  5693  684371 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  4641  493926 

SUBURBAN  11204  1268878 

RURAL  6528  827523 


1-79 


1.82 
1,77 


1.81 
1.78 
1.81 


1.78 
1.84 
1.80 
1.69 
1.86 
1.86 
1.85 


1.76 
2.13 
1.99 


1.79 
1.77 
1.81 
1.7* 


1.74 
1.84 
1.78 


1.83 
1.79 
1.78 


0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


162 


Table  4-68 


HOW  MANY  TEACHERS  IH  YOUR  SCHOOL  TREAT  EVERYONE  WITH  RESPECT? 
(0=NONE;  3=M03T) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


22361 


10856 
11503 


2588030 


1269811 
1318219 


1.87 


1.90 
1.83 


0.8 


0.9 
0.8 


SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4515 
9980 
5437 


486312 
1188829 
626694 


1.85 
1.85 
1.93 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


race; 

WHITE  1636*  2042433 

BLACK  2789  301173 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  311  31694 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  188  21417 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1539  94995 

PUERTO  RICAN  274  23005 

OTHER  HISPANIC  825  65986 


1.86 
1.85 
1.99 
1.66 
1.95 
1.85 
1.98 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

6E06RAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


19362 
741 
2256 


5299 
6610 
6598 
3854 


2318744 
78697 
190588 


636953 
765134 
780585 
405357 


1.84 
2.21 
2.06 


1.64 
1.66 
1.86 
1.93 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7313 
9241 
5681 


850496 
1040891 
682640 


1.78 
1.98 
1.80 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
AURAL 


4641 
11202 
6518 


493416 
1268115 
826498 


1.87 
1.89 
1.83 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
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Table  4-69 


HON  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  TAKE  AN  INTEREST  IN  STUDENTS'  LIVES  OUTSIDE  OF  CLASS? 

(o=none;  3=nost) 


1962  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O* 


TOTAL 


22230 


2574234 


1.24 


0.8 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


10784 
11446 


1261236 
1312998 


1.26 
1.22 


0.8 
0.7 


SES: 


LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4479 
9915 
5427 


483137 
1181244 
625620 


1.19 
1.25 
1.32 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


RACEt 

WHITE  16294  2033362 

BLACK  2761  298241 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  311  31694 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  184  21223 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1520  93994 

PUERTO  RICAN  274  22866 

OTHER  HISPANIC  816  65282 


1.25 


20 
18 
27 
25 
13 
26 


0.8 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


19248 
740 
2242 


2307029 
77923 
189282 


1.22 
1.64 
1.39 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION' 

NORTHEAST  5284  635216 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6579  761763 

SOUTH  6540  773994 

WEST  3827  403260 


19 

24 
27 
27 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7254 
9210 
5642 


844212 
1038258 
677805 


17 
32 
21 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4615 
11134 
6481 


491232 
1261408 
821593 


1.18 
1.25 
1.27 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


164 


ERIC 


-142- 


enjoyed  their  work,  and  worked  only  for  the  money.    Students  reported 
that  less  than  half  their  teachers  were  witty  and  humorous  (Table  4-70), 
about  half  enjoyed  their  work  (Table  4-71),  and  only  a  few  were  doing 
their  job  just  to  make  money  (Table  4-72).    Slightly  more  students  in 
non-Catholic  private  schools  found  their  teachers  humorous  than  did  other 
students.    High  SES  students,  students  not  in  public  schools,  and  stu- 
dents in  academic  programs  thought  that  more  of  their  teachers  enjoyed 
their  work,  while  private  school  students  were  less  apt  to  think  that 
their  teachers  were  doing  their  job  just  to  make  money. 

b.  Quality  of  academic  instruction.    Students  were  asked  in  both 
their  sophomore  and  senior  years  to  rate  the  quality  of  academic 
instruction  in  their  schools  on  a  scale  of  1  "  poor  to  4  ■  excellent. 
The  mean  response  was  2*78  in  1980  (as  sophomores)  and  2.86  in  1982  (as 
seniors),  a  rating  of  good.     (See  Table  4-73.)    Students  in 

academic  programs  and  in  private  schools,  and  high  SES  Asian-American 
students  rated  the  quality  of  academic  instruction  somewhat  higher  than 
other  groups  of  students. 

c.  Refutation  of  the  school.    Students  were  also  asked  to  rate 
the  reputation  of  their  school  in  the  community,  using  the  same  scale. 

As  shown  in  Table  4-74,  the  mean  response  rose  slightly  from  2.86  in  1980 
to  2*92  in  1982,  a  rating  of  good.    Again,  higher  ratings  were  given  by 
high  SES  students,  students  in  private  schools,  and  students  in  the 
academic  program.    Black  and  Hispanic  students  gave  their  school's 
reputation  a  somewhat  lower  rating. 


This  chapter  has  described  the  student  body  characteristics,  the 
school  resources,  and  school  pc^icies  and  practices  of  a  representative 
sample  of  American  high  schools.    We  find  that  the  demographic  composition 
of  the  schools  and  the  educational  opportunities  provided  by  schools 
differ,  sometimes  widely,  by  school  type  (e.g.,  public,  Catholic,  and 
non-Catholic  private)  and  by  the  average  socioeconomic  status  of  the 
student  body.    For  example,  low  SES  schools  have  higher  concentrations  of 
minority  students  and  students  with  special  educational  needs,  higher 
absenteeism  rates,  and  fewer  college-bound  students  than  do  medium  or 
high  SES  schools.    Catholic  schools  have  lower  rates  of  absenteeism, 
larger  numbers  of  college-bound  students,  and  fewer  instances  of  "majority 
minority"  schools  than  the  public  sector. 

Catholic  schools  are  more  likely  than  public  schools  to  provide 
advanced'  course  offerings,  have  a  positive  school  climate,  have  favorable 
student  ratings  of  academic  instruction,  and  have  a  larger  portion  of 
their  students  enrolled  in  the  academic  curriculum.    For  example,  90 
percent  of  Catholic  schools  offer  trigonometry  and  62  percent  offer 
calculus.    The  percentages  for  the  public  sector  are  77  and  47,  respec- 
tively.   Catholic  schools  are  twice  as  likely  to  offer  a  third  year  of 
Spanish  and  French,  while  both  sectors  offer  a  third  year  of  German  to 
about  20  to  30  percent  of  their  students.    Nearly  all  Catholic  and  public 
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Table  4-70 


HOM  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  ARE  HITTY  AND  HUMOROUS? 
(0=NONE>  3=M0ST) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


2233d 


10844 
11494 


4507 
9966 
5438 


16354 
2784 
311 
188 
1532 
276 
823 


19338 
741 
2259 


5291 
6606 
6586 
3655 


7308 
9230 
5673 


4635 
11191 
6512 


2586461 


1268956 
1317505 


485642 
1187433 
627144 


2041216 
301336 
31694 
21525 
94445 
23088 
65748 


2317470 
78524 
190467 


635957 
764742 
780149 
405613 


849800 
1040020 
682543 


494397 
1266493 
825574 


1.61 


1.64 
1.58 


1.59 
1.62 
1.63 


1.61 
1.57 
1.62 
1.56 
1.65 
1.54 
1.65 


1.59 
1.86 
1.69 


1.59 
1.61 
1.60 
1.66 


1.57 
1.65 
1.59 


1.59 
1.62 
1.60 


0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
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Table  4-71 


HON  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  ENJOY  THEIR  WORK? 
fO=NONE;  3=MOST) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 

HEIGHTED 

N 

N 

MEAN 

TOTAL 

22471 

SOUl 215 

9  9ft 

SEX: 

HALE 

10921 

1278065 

2.23 

FEMALE 

1 1  CCA 

11550 

9  17 

sts- 

LOW 

4541 

489031 

2.13 

MIDDLE 

10026 

1194611 

2.20 

HIGH 

BACA 

DbOSDO 

9  30 

RACE) 

MnlTC 

2*23 

BLACK 

2826 

306308 

2.07 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

312 

31822 

2.18 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

187 

21388 

2.10 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1551 

95801 

2.13 

PUERTO  RICAN 

279 

23576 

2.05 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

829 

66318 

2.10 

SCHOOL  TYPE J 

PUBLIC 

19465 

2331628 

2.17 

PRIVATE 

743 

78704 

2.53 

CATHOLIC 

2263 

190683 

2.43 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5325 

639891 

2.19 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6626 

767054 

2.24 

SOUTH 

6650 

787502 

2.16 

NEST 

3870 

406767 

2.22 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

7356 

854856 

2.11 

ACADEMIC 

9262 

1043670 

2.33 

VOCATIONAL 

5726 

688660 

2.13 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN 

4682 

498813 

2.13 

SUBURBAN 

11238 

1272191 

2.23 

RURAL 

6551 

830212 

2.19 

s.o. 

0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


o.e 

0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
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Table  4-72 


HON  MANY  TEACHERS  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  ARE  DOING  A  JOB  JUST  TO  HAKE  HONEY? 

(O&NONE;  3-HOSTI 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


HE  AN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  22142  2564566 
SEX  3 

KALE  10780  1262088 

FEMALE  11362  1302478 

SESt 

LOW  4457  480940 

MIDDLE  9884  1177564 

HIGH  5401  623091 

RACE: 

WHITE  16246  2027426 

BLACK  2741  296764 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  309  31537 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  183  20695 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1509  93150 

PUERTO  RICAN  273  22989 

OTHER  HISPANIC  813  64810 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  19177  2298379 

PRIVATE  733  77932 

CATHOLIC  2232  188256 

GEOGRAMIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5251  631835 

NORTH  CENTRA!  6557  759483 

SOUTH  "I  ^72062 

WEST  A8U  H01187 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  230  841323 

ACADEMIC  '166  1033515 

VOCATIONAL  *21  6759\5 

COMMUNITY  TYP> • 

IffiBAN  a  83  486310 

SUBURBAN  i099  1256253 

RlffAL  6460  820003 


1.27 


1.31 
1.24 


1.29 
1.27 
1.24 


1.26 
1.32 
1.24 
X.44 
1.32 
1.43 
1.33 


1.31 
0.95 
1.00 


1.29 
1.25 
1.29 
1.27 


1.33 
1.20 
1.33 


1.31 
1.26 
1.27 


0.9 


0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
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Table  4-73 


STUDENT  RATING  OF  QUALITY  OF  ACADEMIC  INSTRUCTION 
tl-POOP;  4= EXCELLENT  I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FENALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17566 


8650 
8936 


3392 
8640 
5177 


13373 
1958 
237 
133 
1060 
177 
622 


14899 
631 
2056 


4077 
5299 
5226 
2984 


5405 
8157 
3957 


3360 
9038 
5188 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2252036 


1127621 
1124416 


406311 
1145486 
659890 


1831850 
233850 
25126 
17256 
715  £7 
17564 
52C52 


1998293 
72322 
181423 


537092 
680100 

682749 
3520V7 


Wfl6 
1016111 
529446 


396419 
1118948 
736672 


19t)0  HOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


•TAN 
'-.76 


2.77 
Z.T9 


2.64 
2.76 
2.92 


2.79 
2.75 
2.89 
2.62 
2.64 
2.60 
2.71 


3  14 


3  84 
2.77 
2.74 
2.79 


2.63 
2.94 
2.67 


2.83 
2.83 
2.68 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
'<  6 
0.7 
C.6 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


MEAN 
2.86 


2.85 
2.66 


2.74 
2.83 
2.99 


2.87 
2.81 
2.97 
2.81 
2.74 
2.77 
2.80 


2.82 
3.19 
3.14 


2.91 
2.85 
2.81 
2.88 


2.67 
3.03 
2.77 


2.68 
2.91 
2.77 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.8 
0.7 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.6 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 

0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1» 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0«1* 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.1* 


0.1 

0.1* 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
O.i 
0.1 
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Table  4-74 


STUDENT  RATING  OF  SCHOOL  REPUTATION  IN  THE  COMMUNITY 
(l=POOf?;  4= EXCELLENT) 


LONGITWINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  I960  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


16336 


6614 

9522 


3717 
9036 
5161 


13945 
2033 
236 
130 
1147 
177 
641 


15679 
625 
2032 


4196 
5536 
5466 
3116 


5760 
6144 
4334 


3537 
9340 
5459 


2359416 


1152435 
1206981 


450360 
1200163 
663967 


1919030 
247201 
25649 
16716 
76649 
16613 
54316 


2106661 
73050 
179665 


556131 
713065 
724956 
365245 


750566 
1015767 
582752 


424392 
1162324 
772700 


MEAN 
2.66 


2.84 
2.67 


2.67 
2.64 
3.02 


2.66 
2.77 
2.93 
2.57 
2.71 
2.50 
2.76 


2.60 
3.22 
3.34 


2.79 
2.67 
2.69 
2.67 


2.72 
3.01 
2.77 


2.85 
2.90 
2.79 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 

2.92 


2.91 
2.94 


2.76 
2.69 
3.10 


2.95 
2.79 
2.92 
2.62 
2.77 
2.56 
2.62 


2.86 
3.40 
3.44 


2.67 
2.97 
2.92 
2.91 


2.79 
3.08 
2.63 


2.84 
2.99 
2.68 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.6 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.7 
0.7 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


1962-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.6 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.7 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.0 

0.3 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 
0.0 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1 


-0.0 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
-0.0 
0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


-0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
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schools  provide  geometry,  second-year  algebra,  biology,  chemistry  and 
physics  to  their  students.    This  difference  in  course  offerings  reflects 
to  a  large  extent  differences  in  curriculum.     In  90  percent  of  the 
Catholic  schools,  a  majority  of  the  students  are  enrolled  in  the  academic 
curriculum.    This  occurs  in  only  27  percent  of  the  public  schools. 

There  is  as  much,  if  not  more,  variability  in  school  processes 
between  high  and  low  SES  schools  than  between  Catholic  and  public  schools. 
Looking  at  course  offerings,  we  find  that  87  percent  of  high  SES  schools 
offer  trigonometry,  68  percent  offer  calculus,  nearly  70  percent  offer 
third-year  Spanish  and  French,  and  65  percent  offer  Advanced  Placement 
courses.    Trigonometry  is  found  in  63  percent  of  low  SES  schools,  calculus 
in  29  percent,  and  third-year  Spanish  and  French  and  AP  courses  in  24 
percent.    Sixty-five  percent  of  the  high  SES  schools  have  a  majority  of 
their  students  enrolled  in  the  academic  curriculum  compared  to  23  percent 
of  the  low  SES  schools.    High  SES  schools  also  require  their  college 
preparatory  students  to  take  more  mathematics,  science,  and  foreign 
language  courses  than  do  low  SES  schools.    Finally,  low  SES  schools  have 
fewer  financial  resources  available  to  them.    Twenty-three  percent  of  low 
SES  schools  spent  less  than  $1,000  per  pupil  in  1980  compared  with  12 
percent  of  high  SES  schools.     In  contrast,  11  percent  of  low  SES  schools 
spent  $2,000  or  more  compared  with  38  percent  of  high  SES  schools. 


-149- 


Chapter  5 

THE  TRANSCRIPT  ANALYSIS 

The  High  School  &  Beyond  data  base  includes  complete  high  school 
transcripts  for  approximately  12,000  students  who  graduated  from  high 
school  in  1982.    In  this  study  we  have  analyzed  the  course-taking  be- 
havior of  students  in  the  "new  basics/1  English,  mathematics,  science, 
social  science,  foreign  language,  and  computer  science*    These  six  course 
content  areas  were  chosen  both  because  they  have  received  considerable 
attention  in  national  reports  on  the  quality  of  secondary  education  and 
because  they  are  closely  related  to  the  skills  and  knowledge  assessed  in 
the  HS&B  test  battery.    Details  on  the  exact  courses  included  in  each 
area  of  the  new  basics  may  be  found  in  Appendix  D. 

This  chapter  is  divided  into  three  sections*    The  first  provides 
information  on  the  percentage  of  the  HS&B  1980-1982  high  school  students 
taking  courses  in  e&ch  of  the  six  new  basics.    The  second  section  de- 
scribes the  mean  number  of  courses  in  the  new  basics  that  were  attempted 
and  that  were  passed.    The  final  section  describes  the  average  grades 
that  the  students  received. 

A.     COURSE-TAKING  IN  THE  NEW  BASICS 

Table  5-1  shows  the  percentage  of  students  taking  and  passing 
courses  in  each  of  the  six  new  basics  and  in  selected  sub-areas  o£  these 
fields.    The  data  are  presented  by  curriculum  and  for  all  students 
combined. 

Almost  every  high  school  student  took  and  passed  one  or  more  courses 
in  English,  mathematics,  and  social  science;  the  percentage  of  students 
taking  each  of  these  subjects  exceeds  99  percent.    Science  is  not  far 
behind,  taken  by  97.6  percent  of  all  students.    The  difference  between 
science  and  English,  mathematics  and  social  studies  can  be  traced  to  the 
somewhat  smaller  proportion  of  general  and  vocational  students  taking  and 
passing  one  or  more  courses  in  science.    Fifty-three  percent  of  the 
students  took  and  passed  one  or  more  courses  in  foreign  languages.  There 
is  a  great  difference  between  academic  curriculum  students,  78.3  percent 
of  whom  took  and  passed  one  or  more  courses  in  foreign  language,  and 
students  in  the  other  curricula  (39.4  percent  of  general  curriculum 
students  ana  30.1  percent  of  vocational  curriculum  students  took  a 
foreign  language  course).    Only  13.7  percent  of  all  students  took  and 
passed  a  course  in  computer  science;  academic  students  participated 
twice  as  frequently  as  students  in  other  curricula. 

In  English,  the  most  common  group  of  courses  were  in  General 
English  (English  9,  English  10,  English  11,  and  English  12),  taken  by 
88.7  percent  of  the  students.     Special  topics  in  English  (encompassing 
topics  from  Classical  Literature  to  Rock  Poetry)  were  taken  by  43.4 
percent  of  the  students.    Slightly  lower  percentages  of  academic  students 
than  goneral  or  vocational  students  took  General  English,  but  slightly 
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Table  5-1 


Percentage  of  Students  Taking  and  Passing  Courses  in  the  "New  Basics11 
by  Curriculum  and  for  All  Students 

Academic       General         Vocational       All  Stud 

English 

99.9 

99.8 

99.5 

99.8 

Remedial  English 

8.7 

16.8 

16.9 

13.5 

Remedial  Reading 

6.7 

12.9 

14.4 

10.8 

General  English 

87.3 

89.2 

90.4 

88.7 

Advanced  English 

23.0 

6.7 

6.4 

13.3 

special  lOpiCo 

48. 7 

43.0 

35.7 

43.4 

Compo  sit ion 

35  5 

28. 7 

36. 1 

Oral  English 

99  L 

91  5 

19  2 

21.3 

fit-  Vi a r*    RpjjH  i  n& 

9.5 

11.9 

8.4 

10.0 

\Tn p  oh  i  fln          Cno  1  l  ah 
\OCaLlOIldl  Ciilgllon 

2  9 

Cm  •  J 

4  5 

8.1 

4.8 

na t  neroac 1 c  s 

99  9 

99  6 

99  4 

99.  6 

DaolC    OK11 IS 

7  0 

21  2 

22. 7 

15.8 

Pre~Algebra  and 

Pre-Geometry 

13.8 

19.5 

18.5 

16.9 

General  Math 

23.1 

43.5 

48.2 

36.4 

Vocational  Math 

5.5 

14.9 

20.9 

12.7 

Algebra  I 

76.2 

62.5 

54.6 

65.9 

Geometry  I 

73.4 

34.1 

24.4 

47.6 

Advanced  Math 

73.3 

27.1 

18.8 

43.7 

Science 

99.3 

96.8 

96.1 

97.6 

General  Science 

22.5 

32.8 

35.5 

29.3 

Physical  Science 

45.6 

47.2 

44.2 

45.7 

0  173 
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TaKIp  5-1 
laDlc    J  L 

\  conca • y 

Ar o H Am i o 
au  cut  X  C 

General 

Vocational 

All  Stu 

Science  (con*'  ) 

V 

Functional  uioloey 

27,0 

23  4 

01  & 
Zl  •  0 

24.4 

Biology  I 

■51  7 

48.  2 

54.3 

Advanced  Biology 

26  Q 

1  O  ft 

1j,  0 

8.  7 

17.5 

Functional  Chemistry 

12, 1 

4  7 

z.  j 

7. 1 

Chemistry  I 

46  ft 

1 A  Q 

7.4 

25-7 

Advanced  Chemist rv 

4.  / 

1.3 

4.0 

Functional  Physics 

6.0 

1.8 

— * 

3.3 

Physics  I 

24.7 

4.7 

2.1 

12.2 

Advanced  Physics 

3.1 

0.1 

— * 

1.5 

Social  Sciences 

99.9 

99.8 

99.8 

99.9 

Functional  Social 
Sc  ience 

1  0 

1.7 

0  R 

z .  J 

3. 1 

2.4 

Vocational  ADDlications 

ft  0 

Q  A 

y .  u 

9.7 

8.8 

History.  Regular 

ftQ  0 
oy  •  \j 

O  O  *L 

88.  6 

89.  7 

Social  Science,  Other 

94. 1 

yj  •  o 

TO.  8 

94.5 

Advanced  Social  Science 

11  2 

lit  A 

V 

A  1 
*f  .  1 

3.  7 

6.9 

Foreign  Languages 

/O.J 

OA  1 

30. 1 

53.0 

Fir*t  Year 

69.9 

36  4 

0  7  £ 
Z  /  .  D 

47.  7 

Second  Year 

50  Q 
J7  .  o 

17.5 

11.5 

33.1 

Third  Year 

28.0 

6.1 

3.6 

4.3 

Fourth  Year 

11.2 

1.8 

1.3 

5.5 

Fifth  Year/Advanced 

2.7 

0.5 

0.5 

1.4 

Other 

1.7 

9-7 

0.6 

1.1 

*Less  than  0.1  percent 
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Computer  Science 
Computer  Literacy 
Programming 
DP  and  Applications 


Table  5-1  (contd.) 


Academic 

General 

Vocational 

All  Students 

18.8 

9.9 

10.8 

13.7 

3.2 

1.4 

1.4 

2.1 

8.7 

3.9 

2.4 

5.5 

7.9 

5.0 

7.9 

6.9 

1(0 
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more  took  special  topic  courses.    Courses  in  composition  were  taken  by 
36.1  percent  of  the  students;  again,  academic  students  showed  higher 
levels  of  participation.    Remedial  English  and  remedial  reading  courses 
were  taken  by  13.5  percent  and  10.8  percent,  respectively,  of  the 
students.    Higher  rates  of  participation  in  these  remedial  courses  were 
found  among  general  and  vocational  curriculum  students.    Advanced  level 
English  courses,  including  honors  courses  and  Advanced  Placement,  were 
taken  by  13.3  percent  of  the  students;  23.0  percent  of  academic  students 
took  these  courses,  but  only  6.7  percent  of  ge> eral  students  and  6.4 
percent  of  vocational  students. 

In  mathematics,  Algebra  I  was  the  most  common  course,  taken  by  65.9 
percent  of  all  students.    Geometry  I  was  the  next  most  common  course, 
taken  by  47.6  percent  of  all  students.    Both  courses  were  taken  by  more 
academic  than  general  and  vocational  curriculum  students,  but  the  gap 
between  these  groups  increased  dramatically  from  algebra  (taken  by  76.2 
percent  of  academic  students,  62.5  percent  of  vocational  students,  and 
54.6  percent  of  vocational  students)  to  geometry  (taken  by  73.4  percent 
of  academic  students;  34.1  percent  of  general  students,  and  24.4  percent 
of  vocational  students).    Nearly  three-quarters  (73.3  percent)  of  aca- 
demic curriculum  students  took  more  advanced  mathematics  (such  as  Algebra 
2,  Trigonometry  or  Calculus)  compared  w*i:h  only  27.1  percent  of  general 
curriculum  and  18.8  percent  of  vocational  curriculum  students.  General 
mathematics,  taken  by  36.4  percent  of  all  students,  was  especially 
popular  timong  general  and  vocational  curriculum  students.    Basic  skills 
courses  in  mathematics  were  taken  by  15.8  percent  of  the  students, 
primarily  students  in  the  general  and  vocational  curriculum. 

In  science,  Biology  I  was  the  course  taken  by  the  largest  percentage 
(54.3  percent)  of  students.    Introductory  physical  science  was  taken  by 
the  next  largest  group  (45.7  percent  of  all  students).    "Functional,"  or 
non-academic  courses  in  science,  such  as  Consumer  Chemistry,  attracted  a 
larger  percentage  of  students  from  the  academic  curriculum  than  from  other 
curricula.    Chemistry  I  and  Physics  I  were  taken  by  25.7  percent  and 
12.2  percent  of  all  studeuts.    The  major  group  of  students  in  each  of 
these  courses  were,  however,  from  the  academic  curriculum.    For  example, 
Chemistry  I  was  taken  by  46.8  percent  of  academic  students,  but  only  14.3 
percent  of  general  students  and  7.4  percent  of  vocational  students. 
Advanced  level  (honors  or  Advanced  Placement)  courses  in  biology, 
chemistry,  and  physics  were  taken  by  17.5,  4.0,  and  1.5  percent, 
respectively,  of  all  students.    Here  again  the  academic  students  pre- 
dominate.   For  example,  26.9  percent  of  academic  curriculum  students 
took  Advanced  Biology. 

There  appears  to  be  less  variation  in  the  social  sciences.  Most 
students  took  and  passed  one  or  more  courses  in  history  (89.7  percent  of 
all  students)  and  one  or  more  courses  in  other  social  sciences  such  as 
government,  economics,  sociology,  anthropology,  or  psychology  (94.5  per- 
cent of  all  students).    Advanced  level  courses  in  the  social  sciences 
were  taken  by  6.9-percent  of  all  students,  11.2  percent  of  academic 
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student8,  4.1  percent  of  general  students,  and  3.7  percent  of  vocational 
students.    Functional -type  courses  in  the  social  sciences  attracted  few 
students  (2.4  percent). 

Course-taking  in  foreign  languages  showed  dramatic  differences 
between  academic  students  and  those  in  other  curricula;  59.8  percent  of 
academic  students  took  and  passed  two  or  more  years  of  a  foreign  language 
compared  with  17,5  percent  of  general  curriculum  students  and  11.5  percent 
of  vocational  curriculum  students.    Differences  were  also  marked  in 
computer  science  where  academic  curriculum  students  were  much  more  likely 
to  take  and  pass  a  programming  course  (8.7  percent  did  so)  than  were 
general  or  vocational  curriculum  students  (3.9  percent  and  2.4  percent, 
respectively) • 

B.    NUMBER  OF  COURSES  ATTEMPTED  AND  PASSED 

The  mean  number  of  courses  attempted  and  the  mean  number  actually 
passed  are  shown  in  Table  5-2.    The  numbers  presented  here  are  Carnegie 
units  where  1  ■  a  one-year  course  meeting  for  one  period  each  day.  The 
number  of  courses  attempted  can  be  considered  an  index  of  the 
opportunities  which  the  student  had  to  learn  the  new  basics.    The  number 
of  courses  passed  is  an  index  of  the  extent  to  which  the  student  learned 
the  new  basics  to  a  level  satisfactory  for  the  given  school.    We  include 
both  courses  attempted  and  courses  passed  here  not  only  to  provide  an 
indication  of  failure  rates ,  which  are  obscured  in  the  averaging  of 
grades,  but  also  as  a  reminder  that  some  learning  may  occur  even  when 
a  student  fails  a  course.    The  overall  failure  rates  were  1.6,  5.2, 
and  5.2  percent  for  academic,  general  and  vocational  students, 
respectively. 

The  average  student  attempted  a  total  of  13.71  Carnegie  units  in 
the  six  new  basics  areas  and  passed  courses  with  a  total  of  13.20  units. 
There  was  considerable  variation  across  the  three  high  school  curricula. 
Academic  students  attempted  courses  with  a  total  of  15.80  units  and 
passed  15.55  units;  general  students  attempted  12.64  and  passed  11.98, 
while  vocational  students  attempted  11.79  and  passed  11.14. 

There  was  relatively  little  difference  across  the  curricula  in  the 
number  of  units  attempted  in  English  and  in  social  studies.    This  is  not 
surprising  since  most  states  mandate  that  high  school  students  take 
three  or  four  years  of  English  and  two  or  three  years  of  social  studies. 

The  three  subject  matter  areas  where  there  are  major  differences  a- 
cross  curricula  in  the  mean  number  of  courses  both  attempted  and  passed 
are  mathematics,  science,  and  foreign  languages •    In  each  case  the 
difference  in  the  number  of  courses  attempted  and  passed  by  academic 
curriculum  students  is  approximately  one  full  Carnegie  unit  greater  than 
the  number  taken  and  passed  by  general  curriculum  students;  the 
difference  between  academic  and  vocational  students  is  slightly  larger. 
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Table  5-2 

Mean  Number  of  "New  Basics"  Courses  Attempted  and  Passed 
by  Curriculum  and  for  All  Students 

Academic  General  Vocational      All  Students 


At  t  emDt 

Pas  s 

At  f*  pmnf* 
ail  ciUL/i 

Pn  s  s 

1  QO  O 

Pass 

ac cempc 

Pass 

Total  English 

4.06 

4.02 

4  01 

J  .  OH 

3  Q3 

J.  /o 

J.  ov 

PpmpHiial  En<xlisn 

ncuicu  1Q1    Wllg  A  loll 

0  12 

0  97 

,    V.  AO 

n  9A 

0  0  0 
u.  // 

U.  ZU 

n  1  a 
0.  19 

General  English 

wwllW  L  OX       U11K1  loll 

2.25 

2. 23 

2  43 

9  Al 
£ .  Hi 

^  .  JO 

0  ^1 

Advanced  En 9 1 ish 

0.40 

0.40 

v.  \jy 

n  oq 

n  or 
u.  uo 

n  ha 
u.  uo 

n  00 
u. 

U.  // 

Soecial  Tnm'rfl 

0  61 

0  60 

n  LI 

U  •  ft 

O  AO 

n  *jq 

u.  jv 

0. 49 

Composition 

0.38 

0.37 

0. 34 

0.32 

0  27 

0  25 

0  34 

n  39 

Oral  English 

0.16 

0. 16 

0.26 

0.15 

0. 13 

0  12 

0  1  s 

n  1  s 

Remedial  Reading 

0.06 

0.06 

0.14 

0.13 

0.16 

0.15 

0.11 

0.11 

Other  Reading 

0.06 

0.06 

0.08 

0.08 

0.06 

0.06 

0.07 

0.07 

Vocational  English 

0.02 

0.02 

0.03 

0.03 

0.07 

0.06 

0.03 

0.03 

Total  Mathematics 

3.43 

3.33 

2.56 

2.38 

2.37 

2.19 

2.86 

T..71 

Basic  Skills 

0.07 

0.07 

0.23 

0.21 

0.25 

0.23 

0.17 

0.16 

General  Math 

0.33 

0.32 

0.57 

0.55 

0.67 

0.62 

0.50 

0.47 

Vocational  Math 

0.05 

0.05 

0.14 

0.13 

0.21 

0.19 

0.12 

0.11 

Pre-Algebra  and 
Pre-Geometry 

0.14 

0.13 

0.21 

0.20 

0.19 

0.17 

0.18 

0.16 

Algebra  I 

0.85 

0.82 

0.67 

0.63 

0.61 

0.56 

0.73 

0.69 

Geometry  I 

0.75 

0.73 

0.34 

0.32 

0.24 

0.22 

0.48 

0.46 

Advanced  Math 

1.24 

1.21 

0.35 

0.33 

0.21 

0.19 

0.68 

0.65 

Total  Science 

2.91 

2.86 

1.99 

1.88 

1.73 

1.64 

2.30 

2.22 

General  Science 

0.23 

0.23 

0.34 

0.32 

0.37 

0.35 

0.31 

0.29 

Physical  Science 

0.47 

0.47 

0.49 

0.47 

0.46 

0.44 

0.47 

0.46 
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Table  5-2  (contd.) 
Academic  General  Vocational      All  Students 


Attempt 

Pass 

Attempt 

Pass 

At  t  empt 

Pass 

Attempt 

Pass 

(contd  • ) 

Functional  Biology 

0.28 

0.28 

0.  23 

0.22 

0.21 

0.20 

0.  25 

0.24 

Ri  o  1  Affv  T 

0.63 

0.61 

0.55 

0.51 

0.49 

0.46 

0.56 

0.54 

0-28 

0.28 

0.11 

0.11 

0.07 

0.07 

0.17 

0.17 

Functional   Chemist rv 
and  Physics 

0.18 

0. 18 

0.06 

0.06 

0.03 

0.03 

0.10 

0. 10 

Chemistry  I 

0.48 

0.47 

0. 14 

0. 13 

0.07 

0.06 

0.26 

0.25 

Physics  I 

0.25 

0.25 

0.04 

0.04 

0.02 

0.02 

0.12 

0.12 

Advanced  Chemistry 
and  Physics 

0.11 

0. 11 

0.02 

0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

0.05 

0.05 

Total  Social  Science 

3.36 

3.32 

3.36 

3.19 

3.16 

2.98 

3.39 

3.19 

Functional 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.02 

0.03 

0.03 

0.02 

0.02 

Vocational 

0.06 

0.06 

0.06 

0.05 

0.06 

0.05 

0.06 

0.06 

History 

1.44 

1.42 

1.41 

1.39 

1.43 

1.33 

1.45 

1.39 

Other  Social 
Science 

1.74 

1/71 

1.77 

1.69 

1.67 

1.54 

1.72 

1.66 

Advanced  Social 
Science 

0  12 

0.12 

0.04 

0.04 

0.03 

0.03 

0.07 

0.07 

Total  Foreign  Language 

1.89 

1.87 

0.65 

0.62 

0.47 

0.44 

1.11 

1.08 

First  Year 

0.80 

0.79 

0.37 

0.35 

0.28 

0.26 

0.52 

0.51 

Second  Year 

0.61 

0.62 

0.18 

0.17 

0.12 

0.11 

0.35 

0.34 

Third  Year 

0.29 

0.29 

0.06 

0.06 

0.03 

0.03 

0.15 

0.14 

Fourth  Year 

0.12 

0.12 

0.02 

0.02 

0.03 

0.03 

0.15 

0.14 
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Table  5-2  (contd.) 
Academic  General  Vocational      All  Students 


Attempt 

Pass 

Attempt 

Pass 

Attempt 

Pass 

Attempt 

Pass 

Total  Foreign  Language 

(contd . 

) 

Fifth  Year/Advanced 

O.C 

0.03 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.02 

Other 

0.02 

0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

Total  Computer  Science 

0.15 

0.15 

0.07 

0.07 

0.13 

0.13 

0.12 

0.11 

Computer  Literacy 

0.02 

0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

Programming 

0.06 

0.06 

0.03 

0.03 

0.02 

0.02 

0.04 

0.04 

DP  and  Applications 

0.06 

0.06 

0.03 

0.03 

0.10 

0.09 

0.06 

0.06 

Total 

15.80 

15.55 

12.64 

11.98 

11.79 

11.14 

13.71 

13.20 
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Academic  students  take  more  mathematics  and  science  than  students 
in  the  other  curricula.    They  also  take  a  different  group  of  courses. 
For  example,  of  the  3.43  years  of  mathematics  taken  by  academic  ntudents, 
2.84  years  or  83  percent  of  the  mathematics  course  work  was  in  Algebra  I, 
Geometry  I,  and  Advanced  Math.    In  contrast,  general  curriculum  students 
took  2.56  years  of  mathematics  of  Which  1.36  or  53  percent  of  the 
mathematics  course  work  was  in  Algebra  I  and  beyond.    Of  the  2.91  years 
of  science  that  the  average  academic  student  took,  1.3  years  were  in 
courses  beyond  Biology  I;  general  students  took  2.0  years  of  science,  of 
which  0.37  was  beyond  Biology  I. 

The  cross-tabulations  of  the  total  number  of  courses  pasaed  (see 
Appendix    D)  provide  more  insights  into  the  groups  of  students  who  take 
differing  amounts  of  the  new  basics.    A  fairly  clear  pattern  emerges  for 
mathematics,  science,  and  foreign  languages,  the  three  areas  which  showed 
the  largest  differences  across  curricula.    High  SES  students  take  more 
units  of  those  subjects  than  do  low  SES  students;  Asian-American  students 
take  more  units  than  do  students  from  other  racial/ethnic  groups;  students 
from  public  schools  take  fewer  units  than  do  students  from  nonpublic 
schools;  students  from  the  Northeast  tend  to  take  more  units  than  students 
from  other  regions;  and  students  with  higher  sophomore  test  scores  and 
with  higher  grades  take  more  units  than  do  students  with  lower  initial 
test  scores  and  lower  grades.    Males  take  more  units  of  mathematics  and 
science,  but  females  take  more  units  of  foreign  language. 

To  facilitate  the  examination  of  the  transcript  interactions  of  sex, 
race/echnicity,  and  school  type  with  curriculum,  two  summary  tables  have  been 
constructed  (Tables  5-3 'and  5-4).    The  first  shows  the  number  of  courses 
attempted  by  academic  curriculum  students,  the  second  the  number  of 
courses  attempted  by  general  curriculum  students.    These  tables  enable 
the  reader  to  differentiate  between  the  level  of  course  taken  (remedial 
or  basic  vs.  regular  or  advanced)  in  each  of  four  areas:  English, 
mathematics,  science,  and  foreign  languages. 

As  can  be  seen  in  Table  5-3,  there  were  considerable  sex,  racial/ 
ethnic , and/or  school  type  differences  in  the  amount  of  advanced  mathe- 
matics and  science  courses  taken  and  in  the  total  amount  of  foreign 
language  taken  by  academic  students.    For  example,  males  in  the  academic 
curriculum  took  more  advanced  math  and  advanced  science  courses  bur.  fewer 
foreign  language  courses  than  did  females.    White  students  enrolled  in 
this  curriculum  took  nearly  three-quarters  of  a  year  more  of  Geometry  I 
and  Advanced  Math  than  did  Black  and  Hispanic  students  although  the  total 
number  of  math  courses  was  the  same.    Academic  students  in  Catholic 
schools  took  more  English,  mathematics,  and  foreign  language  courses  than 
their  public  school  counterparts. 

For  students  enrolled  in  the  general  curriculum  (see  Table  5-4), 
differences  by  sex  and  by  race/ethnicity  disappear,  but  ditterences  be- 
tween Catholic  and  public  schools  remain,  with  Catholic  school  students 
taking  more  new  basics. 
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Table  5-3 

Relationship  of  Sex,  Race/Ethnicity,  and  School  Type 
by  Mean  Number  of  Cor~ses  in  Carnegie  Unitu  Attempted 
by  Students    a  the  Academic  Curriculum 


Sex 

Race/Ethnicity 

School 

Type 

Course  Taken 

Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Mexican- 
American/ 
Puerto  Rican 

Public 

Catholic 

Total  English 

4.05 

4.08 

4.03 

4.25 

4.29 

4.04 

4.28 

Remedial  English 
and  Reading 

0.21 

0.15 

0.16 

0.24 

0.34 

0.20 

0.09 

All  Other  English 

3.84 

3.93 

3.87 

4.01 

3.95 

3.84 

4.19 

Total  Mathematics 

3.58 

3.30 

3.45 

3.32 

3.40 

3.38 

3.71 

Basic  Skills 

0.08 

0.06 

0.05 

0.24 

0.15 

0.07 

0.07 

General,  Vocational 
Pre-Algebra  and 
Pre-Geometry 

0.53 

0.51 

0.45 

0.99 

0.83 

0.55 

0.38 

Algebra  I 

0.85 

0.84 

0.85 

0.83 

0.90 

0.83 

0.94 

Geometry  I 

0.76 

0.74 

0.78 

0.54 

0.64 

0.72 

0.89 

Advanced  Math 

1.35 

1.14 

1.32 

0.73 

0.87 

1.20 

1.43 

Total  Science 

3.06 

2.77 

2.96 

2.53 

2.65 

2.91 

2.83 

General  and 

Physical  Science 

0.76 

0.65 

0.69 

0.88 

0.77 

0.71 

0.57 

Biology  I 

0.89 

0.93 

0.90 

0.89 

1.08 

0.89 

0.99 

Advanced  Science 

1.41 

1.19 

1.37 

0.76 

0.80 

1.31 

1.27 

Total  Foreign 
Language 

1.64 

2.12 

1.95 

1.34 

1.70 

1.75 

2.52 

First  Year 

0.73 

0.87 

0.81 

0.71 

0.76 

0.76 

1.05 

Second  Year 

0.56 

0.71 

0.66 

0.45 

0.50 

0.58 

0.91 

Third  Year  and 
Beyond 

0.33 

0.52 

0.47 

0.16 

0.38 

0.39 

0.54 
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Table  5-4 


Relationship  of  Sex,  Race/Ethnicity  and  School  Type 
by  Mean  Number  of  Courses  in  Carnegie  Units  Attempted 
by  Students  in  the  General  Education  Curriculum 


Sex 

Race/Ethnicity 

TvDe 
lype 

Course  Type 

Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Mexican- 
American/ 
Puerto  Rican 

Public 

Catholic 

Total  English 

4.03 

3.99 

3.96 

4.32 

4.05 

4.04 

4.28 

Remedial  English 
and  Reading 

0.45 

0.35 

0.37 

0.61 

0.47 

0.42 

0.29 

All  Other  English 

3.58 

3.64 

3.59 

3.71 

3.58 

3.63 

3.99 

Total  Mathematics 

2.65 

2.45 

2.52 

2.81 

2.54 

2.53 

3.05 

Basic  Skills 

0.24 

0.22 

0.20 

0.39 

0.31 

0.24 

0.07 

General ,  Vocational 
Pre -Algebra  and 
Pre-Geometry 

1.02 

0.88 

0.87 

1.41 

1.16 

0.95 

0.66 

Algebra  I 

0.68 

0.71 

0.71 

0.56 

0.61 

0.68 

0.86 

Geometry  I 

0.34 

0.34 

0.37 

0.23 

0.23 

0.33 

0.60 

Advanced  Math 

0.37 

0.32 

0.37 

0.23 

0.23 

0.33 

0.74 

Total  Science 

2.04 

1.92 

1.99 

2.04 

1.82 

1.98 

2.22 

General  and 

Physical  Science 

0.87 

0.67 

0.82 

0.92 

0.78 

0.84 

0.58 

Biology  I 

0.77 

0.78 

0.77 

0.81 

0.80 

0.77 

0.91 

Advanced  Science 

0.40 

0.47 

0.40 

0.31 

0.24 

0.37 

0.73 

Total  Foreign 
Language 

0.54 

0.77 

0.65 

0.49 

0-91 

0.62 

1.36 

First  Year 

0.31 

0.44 

0.37 

0.34 

0.52 

0.36 

0.75 

Second  Year 

0.16 

0.21 

0.19 

0.11 

0.24 

0.17 

0.43 

Third  Year  and 
Beyond 

0.07 

0.12 

0.08 

0.04 

0.15 

0.09 

0.16 
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In  a  few  cases  students  earned  more  than  one  Carnegie  unit  in  a 
course  group.     For  example,  all  groups  of  students  averaged  more  than  two 
Carnegie  units  of  General  English.    Academic  curriculum  students  passed 
1.21  units  of  advanced  mathematics.    All  groups  of  students  earned  more 
than  one  unit  in  history  and,  alsn,  more  than  one  unit  in  other  social 
studies. 

Taken  together  these  data  show  that  HS&B  high  school  students  earned 
the  largest  number  of  Carnegie  units  in  English  and  in  social  studies 
(3.89  and  3.19  units,  respectively)  and  earned  fewer  units  in 
mathematics  (2.71),  science  (2.22),  foreign  languages  (1.08),  or  computer 
science  (0.11).    Academic  curriculum  students  not  only  tended  to  take 
more  courses  in  the  new  basics  than  other  students,  but  also  tended  to 
take  more  units  of  advanced  level  courses,  especially  in  mathematics, 
science,  and  foreign  languages.     Students  from  high  SES  backgrounds, 
Asia: -American  students,  students  from  the  Northeast,  and  students  with 
higher  test  scores  and  grades  also  tended  to  take  more  units  in  these 
three  areas. 

C  GRADES 

The  percentage  of  students  taking  the  new  basics  and  the  number  of 
Carnegie  units  earned  provide  a  good  indicator  of  the  opportunities 
which  students  have  to  learn  the  skills  and  knowledge  in  theoe  subject 
areas.    The  extent  to  which  teachers  believe  that  students  have  achieved 
this  knowledge  is  indicated  by  the  course  grades.    The  mean  grades  are 
summarized  in  Table  5-5.    Cross-tabulations  appear  in  Appendix  D.  The 
grade  scale  used  here  ranges  from  4.3  B  A+  to  0  s  failing,  with 
3.0  -  B,  2.0  -  C,  and  1.0  -  D. 

Mean  grades  for  all  students  ranged  from  a  high  of  2.67  in  computer 
science  to  a  low  of  2.22  in  mathematics.    Academic  students  consistently 
averaged  grades  about  0.5  or  more  scale  units  above  general  or  vocational 
curriculum  students.    As  the  cross-tabulations  show,  in  each  of  the  six 
new  basics,  females  received  higher  grades  than  did  males;  Asian-Americans 
and,  to  a  lesser  extent  Whites,  received  higher  grades  than  students 
from  other  racial/ethnic  groups;  students  from  high  SES  homes  received 
higher  grades  than  those  from  middle  and  low  SES  homes;  and  students 
from  suburban  and  rural  schools  received  higher  grades  than  students 
from  urban  schools.    There  was  also  some  tendency  for  students  from  the 
West  to  receive  higher  grades.     Students  from  nonpublic  schools,  which 
tend  to  have  a  higher  proportion  of  students  enrolled  in  the  academic 
curriculum  than  do  public  schools,  also  tended  to  have  higher  grades. 
Not  surprisingly,  students  who  had  had  higher  scores  on  the  base  year 
tests  and  stude. ts  who  reported  that  they  had  higher  grades  earned  higher 
grades  in  each  of  the  new  basics  than  did  students  with  lower  test  scores 
and  lower  grades. 
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Table  5-5 

Mean  Grades  in  Courses  Attempted 
(Scale  4.3  -  A+  to  0  »  Fail) 


Academic 

General 

Vocational 

All  Stu< 

English' 

2.82 

2.19 

2.13 

2.43 

Remedial  English 

2.76 

2.17 

2.10 

2.30 

Remedial  Reading 

2.85 

2.21 

2.43 

2.45 

General  English 

2.81 

2.17 

2.1 

2.41 

Advanced  English 

2.96 

2.28 

2.38 

2.77 

English,  Special  Topics 

2.85 

2.17 

2.02 

2.45 

Composition 

2.85 

2.18 

2.17 

2.49 

Mathematics 

2.50 

2.04 

2.02 

2.22 

Basic  Skills 

2.47 

2.03 

2.09 

2.14 

Pre-Algebra  and 
Pre-Geometry 

2.46 

1.98 

1.89 

2.11 

General  Math 

2.56 

2.13 

2.16 

2.25 

Vocational  Math 

2.47 

2.13 

2.23 

2.23 

Algebra  I 

2.57 

1.98 

1.94 

2.25 

Geometry  I 

2.56 

2.15 

1.93 

2.38 

Advanced  Math 

2.49 

2.19 

1.94 

2.37 

Science 

2.66 

2.09 

2.04 

2.32 

General  Science 

2.84 

2.16 

2.09 

2.35 

Physical  Science 

2.81 

2.17 

2.09 

2.41 

Functional  Biology 

2.71 

2.09 

2.13 

2.38 

Biology  I 

2.74 

2.10 

1.98 

2.36 

Advanced  Biology 

2.82 

2.31 

2.20 

2.61 

ERIC 


185 


-163- 


Table  5-5 
Academic 


Science  (contd.) 

Chemistry  I  2.62 

Physics  I  2,79 

Social  Sciences  2,86 

Functional  Social 

Science  3.07 

Vocational  Applications  2.82 

History,  Regular  2.82 

Social  Science,  Other  2,90 

Advanced  Social  Science  2.98 

Foreign  Languages  2.77 

First  Year  2.89 

Second  Year  2.79 

Third  Year  2,94 

Fourth  Year  3.17 

Fifth  Year /Advanced  3.21 

Computer  Science  2.95 

Computer  Literacy  3.05 

Programming  3 • 00 

DP  and  Applications  2.91 


(contd.) 

General  Vocational       All  Students 

2.24  1.92  2,50 

2.45  2.01  2.70 

2.18  2.05  2.42 

2.23  2.22  2.50 

2.22  2.27  2.46 
2.13  1.99  2.37 

2.23  2.11  2.47 

2.41  1.94  2,72 
2.  13  2.07  2.51 
2,18  2.  12  2.59 
2.29  2.21  2.65 
2.50  2.29  2.84 
2.97  2.24  3.09 
2.95  3.62  3.22 
2.40  2.23  2.67 
2.44  2.45  2.81 
2.38  2.28  2.77 

2.42  2.20  2.58 
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D.  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  can,  perhaps,  be  best  summarized  by  constructing  hypo- 
thetical transcripts  showing  courses  taken  in  the  new  basics  by  50 
percent  or  more  of  the  students  in  each  curriculum,  the  mean  number  of 
Carnegie  units  earned,  and  the  average  grade  received.    The  hypothesized 
average  student  in  the  academic  curriculum  would  have  earned  a  total  of 
15.55  Carnegie  units  in  the  new  basics,  including  10.66  units  in  non- 
remedial  English,  Algebra  I,  Geometry  I,  Advanced  Mathematics ,  Biology  I, 
History,  Social  Science,  and  Foreign  Language  I  and  II,  and  would  have 
received  a  2.89  grade  average.     The  hypothesized  average  student  in  the 
general  curriculum  would  have  accumulated  11.98  Cainegie  units,  in- 
cluding 8.55  in  non-remedial  English,  Algebra  I,  Biology  I,  History,  and 
Social  Science,  and  attained  a  2.13  grade  average.    The  vocational  student 
would  have  taken  a  total  of  11.4  Carnegie  units,  including  7.90  units  of 
non-remedial  English,  Algebra  I,  History,  and  Social  Sciences  for  a  2.07 
grade  average. 

The  relational  analysis  reported  in  Chapter  9  will  shew  it  wr;d  how 
these  differences  in  course-taking  patterns,  Carnegie  units,  ar«d  g.arles 
are  related  to  tested  achievement. 
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Chapter  6 

CHANGES  IN  TESTED  ACHIEVEMENT,  SCHOOL  GRADES  AND  LIFE  SKILLS 

This  chapter  deals  with  gains  in  achievement  and  life  skills.  The 
two  achievement  areas  that  will  be  discussed  here  are  tested  achievement 
and  school  achievement  as  reflected  in  high  school  grades.    In  addition, 
longitudinal  gains  are  compared  for  school  stayers  and  dropouts  for 
life  skills. 

The  tables  presented  in  this  chapter  show  gains  by  total  population 
and  by  the  standard  subpopulation  classification  variables  Differences 
between  the  1980  and  1982  test  score  means  are  shown  in  the  formula- 
corrected  number  right  score  metric  and  Sv  effect  size.  The 
formula-corrected  number  right  scores  are  on  the  same  scale  as  the 
formula .corrected  raw  scores  and  thus  can  be  interpreted  in  the  same  way. 
The  effect  size  for  the  score  gains  is  the  mean  change  divided  by  the 
pretest  standard  deviation. 

A.     COMPARISON  OF  SOPHOMORE  TEST  SCORES  FOR  DR0P0UT3  AND  SCHOOL  STAYERS 

Tables  6-1  to  6-5  present  comparisons  of  the  mean  test  scores  for 
school  stayers  and  school  dropouts  for  vocabulary,  reading,  mathematics, 
science,  and  writing  skills.**  Differences  between  the  mean  test  scores 
for  the  two  groups,  stayers  and  dropouts,  ranged  from  slightly  over  half 
a  standard  deviation  in  science  to  three-quarters  of  a  standard  deviation 
in  mathematics.    This  places  the  dropouts  between  the  twenty-third  tend 
twenty-eighth  percentile  of  the  school  stayer  distribution  depending  on 
the  particular  test  score.    Disparities  in  test  score  means  between 
stayers  and  dropouts  tended  to  be  of  the  same  magnitude  across  the 
demographic  classification  with  the  exception  of  SES  groupings,  White 
vs.  minority  groupings,  and  curricula  groupings.     Disparities  between 
stayers'  and  dropouts'  test  score  means  were  highest  for  high  SES 
individuals,  members  of  the  white  majority,  and/or  individuals  in  the 
academic  curriculum. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  in  all  these  groupings— high  SES, 
White,  and  academic  students,  the  dropout  test  score  means  were  generally 
higher  than  the  means  of  low  SES  and/or  minority  individuals  who  remained 
in  school.     It  would  seem  that  many  of  the  high  SES  individuals  may  have 
dropped  out  for  reasons  other  than  their  lacking  the  prerequisite  basic 
skills.    Other  possible  explanations  might  include  a  lack  of  academic 
interest  or  motivation,  and/or  these  dropout  individuals  from  high  SES 
families  are  perceived  either  by  themselves  or  their  parents  as  not 
meeting  the  level  of  academic  achievement  that  is  expected  from  their 
family/peer  backgrounds. 
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Table  6-1 


IRT  VOCABULARY  SCORE 
COM  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES- 1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
mO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


11353 
11611 


NTD 
N 


23164  3315 


1671 
1644 


MEAN 
8.47 


6.64 
6.29 


5500      785  5.71 
10974    1597  6.66 
5756     791  11.53 


S.D. 
5.3 


5.2 
5.3 


4.6 
4.9 
4.9 


SAMP 
N 


NTD 
N 


21146  2804 


10327  1397 
10821  1406 


MEAN 
8.97 


9.16 
6.79 


4689     591  6.10 
10177    1391  8.98 
5557     732  11.70 


S.D. 
5.2 


5.1 
5.3 


4.7 
4.9 
4.7 


SAMP 
N 


NTD 
N 


2016  511 


1026 
990 


811 
797 
201 


275 
236 


194 
206 
59 


MEAN 

5.67 


5.96 
5.33 


4.51 
6.49 
6.43 


S.D. 
4.7 


4.8 
4.5 


4.0 
4.6 
5.4 


20266 

3021 

6.20 

5.2 

16334 

2530 

8.71 

5.2 

1934 

491 

5.60 

4.7 

634 

91 

11.34 

5.2 

614 

80 

11.84 

5.2 

20 

11 

7.53 

3.6 

2262 

203 

11.11 

4.7 

2200 

194 

11.29 

4.7 

62 

9 

7.36 

3.6 

5007 

720 

9.54 

5.3 

4669 

634 

9.99 

5.2 

338 

86 

6.17 

4.6 

6876 

960 

6.4*1 

5.1 

6379 

836 

9.39 

4.9 

499 

124 

5.70 

4.6 

7281 

1107 

6.97 

5.2 

6480 

899 

7.48 

5.3 

601 

208 

4.76 

4.4 

3998 

528 

9.33 

5.1 

3620 

435 

9.79 

5.0 

378 

93 

7.16 

4.6 

10186 

1500 

7.79 

4.8 

9114 

1222 

8.22 

4.6 

1074 

276 

5.90 

4.5 

6075 

1071 

11.30 

5.0 

7823 

1006 

11.50 

4.9 

252 

66 

6.15 

5.3 

4455 

679 

5*84 

4,7 

3843 

531 

6.25 

4.7 

612 

148 

4.37 

4.3 

4726 

648 

7.46 

5.5 

4197 

519 

8.08 

5.5 

529 

129 

4.96 

4.6 

11370 

1567 

9.19 

5.2 

10549 

1356 

9.64 

5.1 

621 

211 

6.35 

4.6 

7068 

1100 

6.02 

5.1 

6402 

928 

8.51 

5.1 

666 

172 

5.36 

4.5 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 

STAYERS  SIZE 

-3.30*  -0.64 


-3.20*  -0.63 
-3.45*  -0.66 


-1.59* 
-2.49* 
-3.35* 


-3.11* 
-4.32* 
-3.93* 


-3.63* 
-3.69* 
-2.70* 
-2.63* 


-2.32* 
-3.36* 
-1.87* 


-3.12* 
-3.28* 
-3.15* 


-0.35 
-0.51 
-0.70 


16829 

2545 

9.53 

5.0 

15590 

2195 

9.99 

4.9 

1239 

350 

6.63 

4.6 

-3.36* 

-0.69 

2952 

432 

4.23 

4.4 

2636 

350 

4.55 

4.4 

316 

61 

2.66 

3.6 

-1.69* 

-0.39 

296 

33 

6.87 

5.9 

280 

31 

8.97 

5.9 

16 

3 

7.71 

5.3 

-1.26 

-0.21 

239 

34 

5.94 

4.6 

187 

24 

6.19 

4.6 

52 

10 

5.32 

4.5 

-0.67 

-0.19 

1676 

143 

5.12 

4.3 

1453 

106 

5.51 

4.5 

225 

35 

3.94 

3.6 

-1.57* 

-0.36 

269 

36 

4.54 

4.4 

232 

25 

5.19 

4.6 

57 

11 

3.07 

3.7 

-2.12 

-0.46 

802 

63 

6.51 

5.0 

709 

66 

6.97 

5.0 

93 

17 

4.76 

4.5 

-2.21* 

-0.44 

-0.60 
-0.64 
-0.64 


-0.74 
-0.75 
-0.52 
-0.53 


-0.49 
-0.66 
-0.40 


-0.56 
-0.65 
-0.62 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  6-2 


XRT  READING  SCORE 
(ON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN* AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


SAMP 

UTD 

DROPOUTS 

MEAN 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

S.O. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

23120 

3312 

6.66 

4.8 

21112 

2802 

7.09 

4.8 

2008 

510 

4.32 

4.0 

-2.77* 

-0.59 

11331 

1670 

6.71 

4.9 

10310 

1396 

7.18 

4.9 

1021 

274 

4.30 

4.0 

-2.88* 

-0.60 

11789 

1642 

6.62 

4.7 

10802 

1407 

7.00 

4.7 

987 

235 

4.34 

3.9 

-2.67* 

-0.58 

5488 

783 

4.65 

4.1 

4681 

591 

5.01 

4.1 

807 

192 

3.55 

3.6 

-1.45* 

-0.36 

10962 

1596 

6.77 

4.5 

10167 

1391 

7.04 

4.6 

795 

205 

4.89 

3.9 

-2.16* 

•0.46 

5736 

790 

9.03 

4.8 

5537 

731 

9.25 

4.8 

199 

60 

6.23 

4.9 

-3.02* 

-0.63 

16795 

2541 

7.41 

4.7 

15560 

2192 

7.82 

4.7 

1235 

349 

4.89 

4.0 

-2.93* 

-0.63 

2954 

433 

3.90 

3.8 

2638 

352 

4.17 

3.9 

316 

81 

2.75 

3.3 

-1.42* 

-0.37 

295 

33 

7.25 

5.0 

279 

30 

7.36 

5.0 

16 

3 

5.93 

4.9 

-1.44 

-0.29 

240 

34 

4.81 

4.3 

188 

24 

4.93 

4.3 

52 

10 

4.51 

4.2 

-0.42 

-0.10 

1680 

143 

4.04 

3.8 

1456 

108 

4.31 

3.9 

224 

35 

3.20 

3.3 

-1.10* 

-0.29 

283 

35 

3.71 

4.0 

227 

24 

4.41 

4.2 

56 

11 

2.12 

2.7 

-2.29* 

-0.58 

795 

83 

4.74 

4.4 

704 

66 

5.05 

4.5 

91 

18 

3.58 

4.0 

•1.47 

-0.33 

20244 

3018 

6.48 

4.7 

18316 

2528 

6.91 

4.8 

1928 

490 

4.28 

4.0 

-2.63* 

633 

91 

8.53 

5.0 

613 

80 

8.91 

4.9 

20 

11 

5.71 

4.4 

-3.20 

2243 

203 

8.53 

4.5 

2183 

194 

8.70 

4.4 

60 

9 

4.90 

3.3 

-3.80* 

5000 

719 

7.25 

4.8 

4665 

634 

7.64 

4.8 

335 

85 

4.33 

4.0 

-3.31* 

6871 

959 

7.06 

4.8 

6372 

835 

7.45 

4.7 

499 

124 

4.47 

4.0 

-2.98* 

7249 

1105 

5.72 

4.6 

6454 

898 

6.17 

4.7 

795 

207 

3.77 

3.7 

-2.40* 

4000 

529 

7.12 

4.7 

3621 

435 

7.52 

4.7 

379 

94 

5.30 

4.2 

-2.21* 

10164 

1499 

6.05 

4.4 

9092 

1220 

6.41 

4.4 

1072 

279 

4.46 

3.7 

-1.96* 

8054 

1070 

9.08 

4.8 

7804 

1005 

9.25 

4.7 

250 

65 

6.41 

4.8 

-2.85* 

4455 

679 

4.52 

4.0 

3846 

531 

4.82 

4.1 

609 

148 

3.45 

3.6 

-1.37* 

4704 

646 

6.02 

4.8 

4180 

518 

6.54 

4.8 

524 

127 

3.91 

4.2 

-2.64* 

11352 

1566 

7.06 

4.8 

10536 

1356 

7.44 

4.8 

816 

210 

4.62 

3.8 

-2.81* 

7064 

1100 

6.48 

4.7 

6396 

928 

6.89 

4.7  , 

668 

172 

4.25 

3.9 

-2.65* 

-0.56 
-0.65 
-0.86 


-0.70 
-0.63 
-0.52 
-0.46 


-0.45 
-0.60 
-0.34 


-0.56 
-0.60 
-0.57 
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Table  6-3 


XRT  MATHEMATICS  SCORE 
CON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

HTD 

SAMP 

HTD 

SAMP 

HTD 

MINUS 

H 

H 

MEAN 

S.D. 

w 

MEAN 

S.D. 

|| 

MEAN 

S. 

0. 

STAYERS 

TOTAL 

23114 

3307 

12.20 

9.6 

21111 

2799 

13.31 

9.8 

2003 

508 

6.07 

7. 

4 

-7.24* 

sex: 

HALF 

1665 

12*47 

10.3 

10312 

*<JTf 

13*72 

10.3 

1012 

271 

6.04 

7 

-7.68* 

FEMALE 

11790 

1642 

11.93 

9.3 

10799 

1405 

12.91 

9.2 

991 

237 

6.10 

7. 

0 

-6 • 81* 

SESt 

LOU 

5468 

782 

7.49 

8.0 

4681 

590 

6.41 

8.3 

807 

192 

4.66 

6. 

1 

-3.74* 

MIDDLE 

76 

12  3A 

9.3 

10159 

13  24 

9.3 

789 

204 

6.59 

7. 

4 

-6.65* 

HIGH 

5740 

789 

17*72 

9.6 

5540 

18.29 

9.4 

200 

59 

10.76 

9, 

5 

-7.52* 

RACE: 

WHITE 

16779 

2536 

13.93 

9.7 

15548 

2190 

14.99 

9.5 

1231 

348 

7.28 

7. 

7 

-7.71* 

BUCK 

2956 

433 

5.31 

7.0 

2642 

351 

6.00 

7.2 

316 

82 

2.36 

5. 

0 

-3.64* 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

292 

33 

17.67 

10.5 

276 

30 

18.07 

10.6 

16 

3 

13.20 

9. 

0 

-4.87 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

240 

34 

6.93 

8.2 

186 

24 

7.73 

8.6 

52 

10 

4.98 

6. 

6 

-2.75 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1675 

142 

6.41 

7.4 

1450 

107 

7.40 

7.8 

225 

35 

3.40 

5. 

0 

-4.00* 

PUERTO  RICAN 

284 

35 

5.34 

6.5 

230 

25 

5.87 

7.0 

54 

10 

4.05 

4. 

9 

-1.82 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

809 

83 

8.62 

6.7 

718 

66 

9.32 

9.0 

91 

18 

6.00 

7. 

1 

-3.32 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

20230 

3012 

11.74 

9.6 

18307 

2524 

12.86 

9.8 

1923 

468 

5.92 

7. 

3 

-6.94* 

PRIVATE 

634 

91 

17.59 

10.2 

614 

80 

18.60 

10.0 

20 

11 

9.98 

8. 

3 

-8.62* 

CATHOLIC 

2250 

203 

16.65 

8,6 

2190 

194 

16.99 

8.6 

60 

9 

9.49 

6. 

3 

-7.50* 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4973 

716 

13.80 

10.0 

4641 

631 

14.79 

9.9 

332 

85 

6.44 

7. 

6 

-8.35* 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6874 

959 

13.59 

9.8 

6376 

836 

14.62 

9.7 

498 

123 

6.61 

7. 

7 

-8.00* 

SOUTH 

7266 

1105 

9.55 

9.0 

6473 

897 

10.59 

9.2 

793 

207 

5.06 

6. 

6 

-5.53* 

NEST 

4001 

528 

13.04 

10.0 

3621 

435 

14.28 

9.9 

380 

93 

7.26 

8. 

1 

-7.03* 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10179 

1497 

10.64 

8.9 

9108 

1220 

11.66 

9.1 

1071 

277 

6.16 

6. 

8 

-5.50* 

ACADEMIC 

8042 

1068 

17.69 

9.4 

7792 

1002 

18.37 

9.2 

250 

66 

10.65 

9. 

4 

-7.72* 

VOCATIONAL 

4447 

678 

7.26 

6.1 

3641 

530 

6.12 

8.3 

606 

147 

4.15 

6. 

6 

-3.97* 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4732 

648 

10.41 

9.6 

4205 

519 

11.55 

9.7 

527 

128 

5.78 

7. 

9 

-5.77* 

SUBURBAN 

11317 

1559 

13.44 

9.9 

10507 

1351 

14.48 

9.8 

810 

208 

6.73 

7. 

5 

-7.75* 

RURAL 

7065 

1100 

11.49 

9.6 

6399 

928 

12.61 

9.6 

666 

172 

5.49 

6. 

8 

-7.12* 

EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.75 


-0.76 
-0.75 


-0.47 
-0.73 
-0.80 


-0.82 
-0.52 
-0.46 
-0.33 
-0.53 
-0.27 
-0.36 


-0.73 
-0.66 
-0.66 


-0.85 
-0.84 
-0.62 
-0.72 


-0.62 
-0.64 
-0.49 


-0.61 
-0.80 
-0.76 


NOTE'  NEI6HTE0  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  6-4 


XRT  SCIENCE  SCORE 
(ON  SCALE  OF  MSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

MTD 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

H 

MEAN 

S.O. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

22926 

3279 

8.80 

4.6 

20944 

2778 

9.20 

4.5 

1982 

500 

6.58 

4.1 

-2.61* 

-0.58 

SEX: 

MALE 

11251 

1653 

9.37 

4.7 

10244 

1385 

9.85 

4.6 

1007 

268 

6.90 

4.4 

-2.96* 

-0.65 

FEMALE 

11675 

1626 

8.21 

4.3 

10700 

1393 

8.54 

4.3 

975 

233 

6.22 

3.8 

-2.32* 

-0.54 

SES: 

LOW 

5440 

776 

6.72 

4.2 

4642 

586 

6.98 

4.3 

798 

190 

5.93 

3.8 

-1.05* 

-0.25 

MIODLE 

10850 

1578 

9.01 

4.3 

10068 

1377 

9.28 

4.2 

782 

200 

7.14 

4.1 

-2.14* 

-0.51 

HIGH 

5711 

784 

11.07 

4.2 

5512 

726 

11.27 

4.1 

199 

58 

8.49 

4.8 

-2.79* 

-0.67 

RACE: 

WHITE 

16681 

2520 

9.76 

4.2 

15459 

2177 

10.11 

4.1 

1222 

343 

7.51 

4.0 

-2.60* 

-0.63 

BLACK 

2891 

425 

4.87 

3.8 

2580 

345 

5.12 

3.9 

311 

80 

3.78 

3.2 

•1.34* 

-0.35 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

292 

33 

9.28 

4.4 

276 

30 

9.36 

4.5 

16 

3 

8.47 

3.4 

-0.89 

-0.20 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

239 

34 

6.69 

4.7 

187 

24 

6.85 

4.6 

52 

10 

6.29 

5.0 

-0.55 

-0.12 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1677 

142 

5.91 

4.0 

1451 

107 

6.27 

4.1 

226 

35 

4.81 

3.4 

-1.46* 

-0.36 

PUERTO  RICAN 

278 

34 

4.95 

4.0 

224 

24 

5.59 

4.1 

54 

10 

3.42 

3.3 

-2.18 

-0.55 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

792 

81 

7.25 

4.4 

708 

65 

7.46 

4.4 

84 

16 

6.37 

4.1 

-1.09 

-0.25 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

20040 

2984 

8.64 

4.6 

18139 

2504 

9.05 

4.5 

1901 

480 

6.53 

4.1 

-2.52* 

-0.56 

PRIVATE 

634 

91 

10.76 

4.3 

614 

80 

11.19 

4.2 

20 

11 

7.56 

4.4 

-3.63 

-0.87 

CATHOLIC 

2252 

203 

10.17 

3.9 

2191 

194 

10.25 

3.9 

61 

9 

8.41 

2.8 

-1.84* 

-0.47 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4081 

703 

9.36 

4.5 

4554 

621 

9.72 

4.4 

327 

83 

6.71 

4.2 

-3.01* 

-0.68 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6864 

957 

9.51 

4.4 

6371 

835 

9.87 

4.3 

493 

122 

7.05 

4.1 

-2.82* 

-0.65 

SOUTH 

7209 

1098 

7.60 

4.5 

6423 

892 

7.96 

4.5 

786 

205 

6.05 

4.0 

-1.91* 

-0.43 

NEST 

3972 

521 

9.25 

4.5 

3596 

430 

9.70 

4.4 

376 

91 

7.07 

4.2 

-2.63* 

-0.60 

CURRICULUM: 

6ENERAL 

10099 

1486 

8.39 

4.2 

9040 

1211 

8.74 

4.3 

1059 

274 

6.85 

3.8 

-1.89* 

-0.45 

ACADEMIC 

7988 

1060 

10.83 

4.3 

7741 

996 

10.99 

4.2 

247 

64 

8.43 

4.5 

-2.55* 

-0.60 

VOCATIONAL 

4394 

669 

6.76 

4.3 

3796 

525 

7.10 

4.3 

598 

143 

5.54 

4.1 

-1.56* 

-0.36 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4661 

641 

7.59 

4.7 

4141 

514 

8.05 

4.7 

520 

127 

5.74 

4.4 

-2.31* 

-0.50 

SUBURBAN 

11206 

1538 

9.32 

4.4 

10408 

1337 

9.66 

4.4 

798 

202 

7.05 

4.0 

-2.60* 

-0.60 

RURAL 

7059 

1099 

8.78 

4.5 

6395 

927 

9.17 

4.5 

664 

172 

6.66 

4.0 

-2.51* 

-0.56 
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Table  6-5 


XRT  WRITING  SCORE 
CON  SCALE  OF  HS8  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

MINU3 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

TOTAL 

22680 

3230 

8.32 

5.1 

20736 

2747 

8.83 

5.0 

1944 

491 

5.46 

4.9 

-3.37* 

SEX: 

MALE 

11129 

1632 

7.09 

5.Z 

10145 

1370 

7.68 

5.1 

984 

262 

4.00 

4.5 

-3.68* 

FEMALE 

11551 

1607 

9.57 

4.8 

10591 

1377 

9.97 

4.6 

960 

230 

7.13 

4.7 

-2.84* 

SESt 

LOU 

5360 

765 

6.33 

4.8 

4561 

577 

6.73 

4.8 

787 

166 

5.07 

4.5 

-1.66* 

MIDDLE 

10725 

1557 

8.51 

5.0 

9963 

1361 

8.87 

4.8 

762 

197 

6.03 

5.1 

-2.64* 

HIGH 

5676 

777 

10.60 

4.7 

5461 

721 

10.91 

4.5 

195 

56 

6.68 

5.4 

-4.22* 

RACE: 

WHITE 

16540 

2494 

9.16 

4.9 

15344 

2156 

9.62 

4.7 

1196 

336 

6.24 

5.0 

-3.36* 

BLACK 

2829 

416 

5.06 

4.6 

2527 

337 

5.50 

4.7 

302 

78 

3.17 

3.8 

-2.33* 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

283 

31 

10.12 

4.8 

267 

28 

10.33 

4.8 

16 

3 

7.97 

4.9 

-2.35 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

234 

33 

5.95 

4.6 

184 

24 

6.25 

4.7 

50 

9 

5.18 

5.1 

-1.08 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1669 

141 

5.51 

4.7 

1445 

107 

5.94 

4.8 

224 

35 

4.20 

4.1 

-1.74* 

PUERTO  RICAN 

276 

34 

4.51 

4.1 

221 

24 

4.98 

4.2 

55 

10 

3.41 

3.7 

-1.57 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

774 

80 

6.12 

5.0 

690 

63 

6.51 

4.9 

64 

16 

4.57 

4.8 

-1.94 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

19801 

2944 

8.09 

5.1 

17937 

2473 

8.61 

5.0 

1864 

471 

5.36 

4.9 

-3.24* 

PRIVATE 

632 

91 

10.32 

4.6 

612 

80 

10.69 

4.7 

20 

11 

7.57 

4.4 

-3.12 

CATHOLIC 

2247 

203 

10.69 

4.4 

2187 

194 

10.85 

4.3 

60 

9 

7.44 

3.8 

-3.41* 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST 

4829 

695 

8.73 

5.1 

4509 

614 

9.19 

4.9 

320 

81 

5.26 

4.7 

-3.94* 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6837 

954 

8.85 

5.0 

6354 

833 

9.28 

4.8 

483 

121 

5.66 

4.9 

-3.42* 

SOUTH 

7094 

1081 

7.39 

5.2 

6321 

879 

7.92 

5.1 

773 

202 

5.11 

4.8 

-2.61* 

NEST 

3920 

509 

8.74 

5.1 

3552 

421 

9.33 

4.9 

368 

66 

5.93 

5.1 

-3.39* 

CURRICULUM: 

6ENErAL 

9995 

1470 

7.71 

4.9 

8957 

1199 

8.12 

4.8 

1038 

270 

5.93 

4.7 

-2.19* 

ACADEMIC 

7926 

1050 

10.91 

4.4 

7685 

988 

11.11 

4.3 

241 

63 

7.76 

5.2 

-3.35* 

VOCATIONAL 

4329 

656 

5.89 

4.9 

3741 

516 

6.45 

4.9 

568 

140 

3.82 

4.5 

-2.62* 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4617 

634 

7.49 

5.2 

4109 

510 

8.12 

5.1 

508 

123 

4.87 

5.0 

-3.26* 

SUBURBAN 

11075 

1514 

8.85 

5.0 

10292 

1317 

9.29 

4.9 

783 

197 

5.91 

4.8 

-3.38* 

RUPAL 

6988 

1091 

8.07 

5.1 

6335 

920 

8.57 

5.0 

653 

171 

5.36 

4.9 

-3.19* 

EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.68 


-0.73 
-0.61 


-0.35 
-0.56 
-0.94 


-0.71 
-0.51 
-0.49 
-0.22 
-0.37 
-0.36 
-0.39 


-0.65 
-0.66 
-0.79 


-0.80 
-0.70 
-G.55 
-0.69 


-0.46 
-0.77 
-0.54 


-0.64 
-0.69 
-0.64 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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B.     TEST  SCORE  CHANGES  FROM  BASE  YEAR  TO  FIRST  FOLLOW-UP 


1 •    Gains  in  Vocabulary  Scores 


Tables  6-6  and  6-7  present  gains  (losses)  in  vocabulary  scores  for 
school  stayers  and  dropouts.     Inspection  of  the  1980  to  1982  gains  shown 
in  the  column  labeled  "1982-1980  Difference"  indicates  that  the  school 
stayers  made  significant  gains  in  vocabulary  regardless  of  their  demo- 
graphic group  membership.    While  the  sample  size  was  considerably  smaller 
for  the  dropouts,  the  larger  subpopulations  within  the  dropout  population 
did  show  smaller  but  still  significant  gains.    Not  unexpectedly,  the 
Hispanics  suffer  the  most  compared  to  Whites  and  Blacks  with  respect  to 
the  crippling  effect  on  their  vocabulary  growth  of  having  missed  formal 
schooling.     It  is  not  surprising  that  language  development  for  individuals, 
who  are  more  likely  to  come  from  limited  English-speaking  backgrounds, 
would  be  seriously  hampered  by  a  lack  of  formal  schooling.     The  problem 
is  compounded  by  the  fact  that  a  disproportionately  greater  number 
of  Hispanics  compared  to  Whites  and  Blacks  drop  out  of  school  before 
their  senior  year.    Part  of  the  reduced  rate  of  growth  in  vocabulary 
for  Hispanics  might  reflect  the  possibility  that  they  are  more  likely 
to  drop  out  earlier  in  their  high  school  career  than  either  the  Blacks 
or  Whites.    The  present  descriptive  tables  do  not  indicate  at  what  point 
in  time  the  dropping  out  took  place. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  for  those  individuals  that  stay  in 
school  females  show  a  somewhat  greater  vocabulary  gain  (in  raw  score 
points)  than  males.    However,  for  dropouts  it  is  the  other  way  around. 

Among  the  in-school  population,  differential  gains  were  found  in 
favor  of  high  SES  compared  to  low  SES  and  in  favor  of  Whites  as  compared 
to  Blacks  and  Mexican  Americans.    This  latter  result  is,  of  course, 
seriously  confounded  with  SES.     Similarly,  Catholic  school  stayers  showed 
bigger  gains  than  did  their  public  school  counterparts.    Members  of  the 
academic  curriculum  showed  larger  gains  on  average  than  those  individuals 
in  general  or  vocational.     Individuals  in  the  South  tended  to  show  some- 
what smaller  gains. 

There  is  somewhat  less  differential  gain  by  subpopulations  among  the 
dropouts,  although  there  is  a  tendency  for  Hispanics  to  show  less  gains 
than  either  Blacks  or  Whites.    When  gains  are  contrasted  by  curriculum, 
individuals  who  were  in  the  vocational  curriculum  and  subsequently  dropped 
out  were  characterized  by  smaller  gains.    This  result  is  not  at  all  surp- 
rising since  these  individuals  are  more  likely  to  be  employed  in  an  area 
that  is  less  likely  to  require  verbal  skills. 

One  general  point  about  the  relative  vocabulary  gains  for  stayers 
and  dropouts  should  be  made  here.    On  the  average,  stayers  gained  .6  of 
a  raw  score  point  more  than  did  dropouts.    While  this  level  of  diffe- 
rential gain  is  not  especially  impressive,  it  is  in  an  area  that  is 
less  likely  to  be  influenced  by  formal  schooling  than  say  mathematics, 
science,  or  writing.    The  fact  that  almost  half  of  the  dropouts  remained 
through  their  junior  yoar  further  attenuates  this  differential  gain. 
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Table  6-6 


I*T  VOCABULARY  SCORE 
CON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TFST) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19277 


9343 
9934 


4261 
9330 
5054 


14218 
2433 
253 
164 
1325 
211 
645 


16602 
574 
2101 


4262 
5626 
6006 
3179 


6242 
8091 
4837 


3769 
9552 
5936 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2821404 


1404362 
1417042 


569956 
1410943 
733716 


2213672 
355649 
30376 
23395 
105975 
24464 
64550 


2544737 
81778 
194669 


636625 
847200 
920234 
417345 


920557 
1143451 
742167 


516261 
1352100 
953023 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
9.02 


9.23 
6.62 


6.11 
9.04 
11.62 


10.03 
4.56 
9.05 
6.30 
5.55 
5.36 
7.03 


8.76 
11.62 
U.26 


10.09 
9.46 
7.50 
9.84 


7.75 
11.65 
6.63 


8.12 
9.70 
6.55 


S.D. 
5.2 


5.1 
5.3 


4.7 
4.9 
4.7 


4.9 
4.4 
5.9 
4.6 
4.6 
4.6 
5.0 


5.2 
5.2 
4.7 


5.2 
4.9 
5.3 
5.0 


4.7 
4.8 
4.6 


5.4 
5.1 
5.1 


MEAN 
11.17 


11.24 
11.11 


6.09 
11.19 
14.15 


12.24 
6.50 

11.39 
6.43 
7.14 
7.47 
9.32 


10.67 
14.46 
13.79 


12.35 
11.62 
9.53 
12.11 


9.81 
14.07 
6.48 


10.19 
11.93 
10.63 


S.D. 
5.5 


5.5 
5.6 


5.3 
5.1 
4.7 


5.0 
5.2 
6.6 
5.5 
5.2 
5.6 
5.4 


5.5 
5.1 
4.6 


5.3 
5.1 
5.6 
5.2 


5.0 
4.6 
5.1 


5.8 
5.3 
5.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

5.4 


5.3 
5.5 


5.0 
5.0 
4.7 


5.0 
4.6 
6.2 
5.1 
4.9 
5.2 
5.2 


5.4 
5.1 
4.6 


5.2 
5.0 
5.5 
5.1 


4.9 
4.6 
4.9 


5.6 
5.2 
5.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

2.2* 


2.0* 
2.3* 


2.0« 
2.2* 
2.3* 


2.2* 
1.9* 
2.3* 
2.1* 
1.6* 
2.1* 
2.3* 


2.1* 
2.7* 
2.5* 


2.3* 
2.1* 
2.0* 
2.3* 


2.1* 
2.4* 
1.9* 


2.1* 
2.2* 
2.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
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Table  6-7 


XRT  VOCABULARY  SCORE 
(ON  SCALE  OF  H5B  SOPHOHORE  TEST! 


LONGITWINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  MHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

3E3: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1583 


784 
799 


661 
634 
128 


W4 
258 
10 
34 
178 
47 
70 


1520 
15 
48 


274 
418 
606 
285 


849 
188 
483 


407 
631 
545 


WEIGHTED 
N 


5G9994 


273307 
236687 


199149 
208608 
50797 


356207 
82501 
2280 
8422 
33403 
10996 
15679 


489275 
10934 
9784 


86927 
130664 
202893 

87511 


277569 
62720 
148165 


123216 
203610 
183167 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


MEAN 
5.60 


5.84 
5.33 


4.48 
6.47 
8.73 


6.53 
2.87 
7.85 
4.89 
3.87 
3.34 
4.22 


5.55 
6.34 
7.42 


5.90 
5.55 
4.83 
7.17 


5.92 
7.60 
4.40 


4.88 
6.33 
5.28 


S.D. 
4.6 


4.7 
4.5 


3.9 
4.6 
5.5 


4.6 
3.9 
4.9 
4.7 
3.7 
3.4 
4.1 


4.7 
3.0 
3.7 


4.8 
4.4 
4.4 
4.8 


*.5 
5.5 
4.3 


4.6 
4.7 
4.4 


MEAN 
7.20 


7.67 
6.66 


6.04 
8.25 
10.53 


8.32 
4.15 
11.15 
5.83 
4.50 
4.02 
6.06 


7.14 
8.79 
6.38 


7.36 
7.24 
6.40 
8.84 


7.63 
9.51 
5.58 


6.46 
7.97 
6.84 


S.D. 
5.3 


5.3 
5.2 


4.7 
5.1 
5.7 


5.0 
4.8 
4.5 
4.9 
4.6 
3.8 
5.3 


5.3 
5.2 
4.5 


5.3 
5.0 
5.2 
5.3 


5.1 
5.7 
4.9 


5.5 
5.4 
4.8 


POOLED 
S.D. 

5.0 


5.0 
4.9 


4.3 
4.9 
5.6 


4.8 
4.4 
5.0 
4.9 
4.2 
3.7 
4.8 


5.0 
4.4 
4.2 


5.1 
4.7 
4.8 
5.1 


4.8 
5.6 
4.6 


5.1 
5.1 
4.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

1.6* 


1.8* 
1.3* 


1.6* 

i.e* 

1.8 


i.e* 

3.3 
0.9 
0.6 
0.7 
1.8 


1.6* 

2.4 

1.0 


1.5* 
1.7* 
1.6* 
1.7* 


1.7* 
1.9* 
1.2* 


1.6* 
1.6* 
1.6* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.4 
0*3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 
0.7 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.4 


0.3 
0.6 
0.2 


0.3 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
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2.  Gains  in  Reading  Scores 

Tables  6-8  and  6-9  present  the  reading  gains  for  school  stayers  and 
dropouts.     Similar  to  vocabulary,  the  gains  overall  are  of  moderate  size. 
Among  the  within-school  population,  the  largest  differential  gains  were 
for  individuals  in  the  private  non-Catholic  and  Catholic  school  areas. 
As  in  the  case  of  vocabulary,  school  stayers  in  the  academic  area  tended 
to  show  somewhat  greater  gains  in  reading.    Unlike  the  vocabulary  results, 
females  showed  the  same  amount  of  gain  as  did  males.    Among  the  dropouts 
there  is  some  indication  that  males  gained  more  than  females.  Dropout 
individuals  in  urban  and  suburban  areas  tended  to  show  greater  reading 
gains  than  those  in  rural  areas.     In  general,  the  reading  gains  are  very 
similar  to  the  vocabulary  gains  with  school  stayers  showing  about  .5  of 
a  raw  score  point  differential  gain  over  that  of  the  dropouts. 

3.  Gains  in  Mathematics  Scores 

Tables  6-10  and  6-11  present  the  gain  in  mathematics  for  school 
stayers  and  dropouts.    While  the  overall  gain  in  mathematics  was  on 
average  two  score  points  for  school  stayers,  there  was  considerable 
variation  by  subpopulations .The  overall  gain  for  dropouts  was  .4  of  a 
score  point.    There  was  considerable  variation  in  gains  (losses)  among 
both  school  stayers  and  Che  dropouts.    Among  the  school  stayers, 
individuals  in  the  academic  curriculum  gained  on  average  3.3  score 
points,  while  individuals  in  the  vocational  curriculum  gained  only  .7 
of  a  score  point.    Males  showed  greater  gains  than  females.  This 
differential  gain  in  favor  of  males  is  probably  due  to  sex-group-related 
preferences  with  respect  to  course  selection.    High  SES  school  stayers 
gained  2.8  score  points  while  middle  and  low  SES  school  stayers  gained 
1.9  and  1.3  score  points,  respectively.     School  stayers  from  Catholic 
and  private  non-Catholic  schools  gained  2.4  and  3.4  score  points, 
respectively.     Individuals  in  urban  and  suburban  areas  gained  more  than 
students  in  the  rural  areas •     Students  from  the  Northeast  gained  more 
that  students  from  the  other  sections  of  the  country.    The  gains  in 
mathematics  for  Catholic  school  stayers  (3.2  score  points)  are 
particularly  impressive,  but  one  must  keep  in  mind  that  a  comparatively 
greater  proportion  of  students  in  Catholic  schools  are  in  the  academic 
curriculum. 

Inspection  of  the  dropout  results  in  Table  6-11  shows  that  certain 
subpopulations  (Mexican-American  and  Puerto  Rican)  show  slight  losses  on 
retesting.    Although  these  results  are  based  on  relatively  small  samples, 
they  are  similar  to  the  pattern  of  differential  gains  in  the  vocabulary 
area  where  dropping  out  of  school  seemed  to  have  a  greater  neritive 
impact  on  Hispanics  than  for  either  Whites  or  Blacks.    Simil,      *o  school 
stayers,  there  seems  to  be  less  growth  in  mathematics  for  fe-       *~  when 
compared  to  males  among  school  dropouts.    This  finding,  witv        pect  to 
female  and  male  dropouts,  has  been  consistent  across  all  thr  chieve- 
ment  areas.     It  is  possible  that  males  are  more  likely  to  d?        ut  of 
school  to  take  employment,  while  females  are  more  likely  to        »  out 
because  of  pregnancy.    As  a  result,  the  males  are  more  like        v  be  in 
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Table  6-8 


IRT  READING  SCORE 
CON  SCALE  OF  MSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST! 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  i960  SOPHOMORES 

H  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


TOTAL  19069 
SEX: 

MALE  9251 

FEMALE  9636 

SES? 

tOH  4217 

MIDDLE  9260 

HIGH  4963 

RACE: 

WITE  14071 

BUCK  2421 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  246 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  165 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1316 

PUERTO  RICAN  205 

OTHER  HISPANIC  635 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 

PIBLIC  16437 

PRTVATE  573 

CATHOLIC  2079 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  42*6 

NORTH  CENTRAL  5746 

SOUTH  5954 

WEST  31*1 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  6179 

ACADEMIC  6016 

VOCATIONAL  4765 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  3752 

SUBURBAN  9446 

RIKAL  5669 


2797057 


1392446 
1404611 


564939 
1401686 
724066 


2192858 
355496 
29551 
23354 
104936 
23958 
63600 


2521757 
81264 
194036 


634235 
835732 
915656 
411434 


912064 
1134828 
734937 


512010 
1339098 
945949 


MEAN 
7.16 


7.27 
7.06 


5.03 
7.11 
9.34 


7.89 
4.21 
7.52 
4.95 
4.35 
4.45 
5.08 


6.99 
8.93 
8.71 


7.73 
7.56 
6.20 
7.60 


5.97 
9.50 
5.10 


6.56 
7.53 
6.96 


S.D. 
4.6 


4.9 
4.7 


4.1 
4.6 
4.8 


4.7 
3.9 
5.0 
4.2 
3.9 
4.3 
4.5 


4.8 
4.9 
4.4 


4.8 
4.7 
4.7 
4.7 


4.2 
4.6 
4.0 


4.8 
4.8 
4.7 


MEAN 
6.54 


6.66 
6.42 


6.31 
8.48 
10.89 


9.29 
5.36 
9.10 
6.24 
5.62 
5.77 
6.66 


8.33 
10.91 
10.37 


9.16 
8.96 
7.53 
8.99 


7.29 
11.11 
6.20 


7.76 
9.04 
6.26 


S.D. 
5.1 


5.1 
5.0 


4.5 
4.9 
4.8 


4.9 
4.2 
5.0 
4.9 
4.5 
4.5 
4.8 


5.1 
4.9 
4.6 


5.0 
5.0 
5.1 
4.9 


4.6 
4.7 
4.4 


5.1 
5.0 
5.1 


POOLED 
S.O. 

4.9 


5.0 
4.8 


1962-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

1.4ff 


1.4«l 
1.4«l 


4.3 
4.7 
4.8 


4.8 
4.1 
5.0 
4.6 
4.2 
4.4 
4.7 


4.9 
4.9 
4.5 


4.9 
4.9 
4.9 
4.8 


4.4 
4.7 
4.2 


4.9 
4.9 
4.9 


1.3* 
1.4ff 
1.5* 


1.4* 

1.1* 

1.6* 

1.3 

1.3* 

1.3 

1.8* 


1.3* 
2.0* 
1.7* 


1.4* 
1.4* 
1.3* 
1.4* 


1.3* 
1.6* 
1.1* 


1.2* 
1.5* 
1.3* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 
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Table  6-9 


XRT  READING  SCORE 
CON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  WHO  OROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


SAMPLE 
N 


1569 


774 
795 


WEIGHTED 
N 


505126 


270419 
234707 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


MEAN 
4.28 


4.20 
4.37 


S.D. 
3.9 


3.9 
3.9 


MEAN 
5.19 


5.35 
5.01 


S.D. 
4.3 


4.4 
4.1 


POOLED 
S.O. 

4.1 


4.2 
4.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.9* 


1.1* 
0.6 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.3 
0.2 


SESS 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

6E0GRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST 
.    NORTH  CENTRAL 

SOUTH 

NEST 

curriculum: 

GENERAL 

ACADEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


656 
628 
127 


976 
257 
9 
34 
178 
46 
67 


1507 
15 
47 


272 
415 
595 
287 


843 
187 
477 


403 
623 
543 


196255 
207048 
50332 


352945 
81666 
2097 
8422 
33111 
10892 
15487 


484422 
10934 
9770 


88590 
129732 
198365 

8843? 


276215 
61683 
146420 


121472 
200823 
182831 


3.57 
4.92 
6.02 


4.79 
2.82 
6.32 
4.48 
3.21 
2.19 
3.53 


4.26 
4.25 
5.02 


4.12 
4.33 
3.92 
5.15 


4.43 
5.62 
3.69 


3.78 
4.61 
4.24 


3.5 
4.0 
4.5 


4.0 
3.4 
3.6 
4.4 
3.3 
2.5 
3.9 


3.9 
3.2 
3.2 


3.9 
3.8 
3.8 
4.2 


3.8 
4.6 
3.6 


4.1 
3.9 
3.8 


4.37 
5.83 
7.72 


5.84 
3.39 
7.71 
4.64 
4.00 
2.94 
4.01 


5.14 
6.49 
6.13 


5.17 
5.10 
4.70 
6.45 


5.37 
7.03 
4.24 


5.24 
5.59 
4.72 


3.7 
4.4 
4.8 


4.4 
3.5 
4.4 
4.0 
3.7 
2.9 
4.5 


4.3 
3,9 
3.5 


4.1 
4.1 
4.4 
4.2 


4.1 
5.3 
4.0 


4.5 
4.3 
4.1 


3.6 
4.2 
4.7 


4.2 
3.4 
4.3 
4.2 
3.5 
2.7 
4.2 


4.1 
3.7 
3.4 


4.0 
4.0 
4.1 
4.2 


3.9 
5.0 
3.8 


4.3 
4.1 
3.9 


0.8* 
0.9* 
1.7 


1.0* 

0.6 

1.4 

0.2 

0.8 

0.8 

0.5 


0.9* 

2.2 
1.1 


1.1 
0.8 
0.8* 
1.3* 


0.9* 

1.2 

0.5 


1.5* 

i.o* 

0.5 


0.2 
0.2 
0.4 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.0 
0.2 
0.3 
.1 


0.2 
0.6 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.3 
0.2 
0.1 
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Table  6-10 


IRT  MATHEMATICS  SCORE 
COM  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


LONSITOXNAl  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


SAMPLE 
N 


MEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

3ESS 
LOH 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACEt 
HHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


18962 


9199 
9763 


4165 
9193 
4956 


13976 
2403 
246 
164 
1290 
207 


16303 
574 
2085 


4216 
9702 
5927 
3117 


6137 
7983 
4739 


3741 
9351 
5870 


2775799 


1382613 
1392985 


580124 
1389415 
719619 


2176031 
351732 
29212 
23156 
102661 
24161 
63888 


2500374 
61483 
193942 


631346 
626251 
909166 
407035 


905107 
1128625 
727438 


506274 
1325267 
942258 


MEAN 
13.43 


13.86 
13.01 


6.47 
13.36 
18.41 


15.10 
6.04 

17.94 
6.17 
7.59 
6.02 
9.56 


12.99 
16.55 
17.07 


14.94 
14.92 
10.60 
14.42 


10.55 
16.70 
8.99 


11.54 
14.69 
12.70 


S.D. 
9.6 


10.3 
9.2 


6.3 
9.3 
9.4 


9.5 
7.2 
10.4 
6.3 
7.9 
7.3 
9.1 


9.6 
10.0 
6.6 


9.9 
9.6 
9.2 
9.6 


6,6 
9.2 
8.2 


9.6 
9.6 
9.6 


MEAN 
15.43 


16.13 
14.73 


17.16 
7.91 

20.68 
9.25 
6.67 
7.65 

11.49 


14.87 
20.91 
20.32 


17.49 
16.73 
12.41 
16.32 


11.99 
21.97 
fc9.69 


13.60 
16.96 
14.25 


S.D. 
10.6 


11.3 
10.2 


9.74  9.2 
15.26  10.3 
21.23  10.0 


10.5 
6.5 

11.2 
9.3 
9.1 
6.7 

10.1 


10.6 
10.6 
9.3 


11.0 
10.5 
10.4 
10.6 


9.3 
9.6 
8.6 


10.6 
10.6 
10.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

10.3 


10.6 
9.7 


6.6 
9.6 

9.7 


10.0 
7.9 

10,6 
6.6 
6.5 
6.1 
9.6 


10.3 
10.4 
9.0 


10.5 
10.1 
9.6 
10.2 


8.9 
9.4 
6.5 


10.2 
10.3 
10.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

2.0* 


2.3* 
1.7* 


1.3* 
1.9* 
2.6* 


2.1* 

1.9* 

2.9 

1.1 

1.1 

1.6 

1.9* 


1.9* 
2.4* 
3.2* 


2.5* 
1.6* 
1.6* 
1.9* 


1.4* 
3.3* 
0.7* 


2.1* 
2.3* 
1.6* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.4 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


200 


ERIC 


Table  6-11 


IRT  MATHEMATICS  SCORE 
(ON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  WHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


POOLED 

1982-1980 

EFFECT 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

S.D. 

DIFFERENCE 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

1547 

499267 

5.88 

7.1 

6.31 

7.5 

7.3 

0.4 

0.1 

SEX: 

MALE 

756 

264176 

5*91 

7.4 

6.67 

7.8 

7.6 

0.8 

0.1 

FEMALE 

791 

235091 

5.84 

6.8 

5.92 

7.1 

7.0 

0.1 

0.0 

SES: 

LOU 

646 

195406 

4.51 

5.7 

5.08 

6.5 

6.1 

0.6 

0.1 

MIDDLE 

619 

204227 

6.67 

7.5 

7.18 

7.6 

7.5 

0.5 

0*1 

HIGH 

125 

48701 

10.72 

9.0 

11.52 

9.2 

9.1 

0.8 

0.1 

RACE: 

WHITE 

963 

349012 

6.99 

7.4 

7.58 

7.7 

7.6 

0.6 

0.1 

BLACK 

254 

81009 

2.15 

4.8 

2.55 

5.5 

5.2 

0.4 

0.1 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

10 

2280 

13.89 

8.1 

14.04 

10.1 

9.7 

0.1 

0.0 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

34 

8422 

4.93 

7.0 

4. VI 

7.' 

7.3 

-0.0 

-0.0 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

175 

32974 

3.54 

5.1 

3.33 

4.  . 

5.0 

-0.2 

-0.0 

PUERTO  RICAN 

44 

9770 

4.61 

4.5 

1.56 

4.9 

4.7 

-3.0 

-0.6 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

65 

15293 

5.53 

6.5 

6.63 

7.7 

7.2 

1.1 

0.2 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

1487 

478848 

5.73 

7.1 

6.19 

7.4 

7.3 

0.5 

O.I 

PRIVATE 

15 

10934 

9.97 

8.5 

9.46 

8.4 

8.7 

-0.5 

-0.1 

CATHOLIC 

45 

9484 

8.87 

6.3 

8.86 

8.1 

7.3 

-0.0 

-0.0 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 

NORTHEAST 

267 

87513 

5.76 

7.0 

6.01 

7.1 

7.0 

0.2 

0.0 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

415 

129826 

6.33 

7.5 

6.77 

7.5 

7.5 

0.4 

0.1 

SOUTH 

581 

193841 

4.97 

6.4 

5.38 

7.3 

6.9 

0.4 

0.1 

WEST 

284 

88086 

7.36 

7.8 

8.00 

7.9 

7.9 

0.6 

0.1 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

836 

274582 

6.00 

6.8 

6.50 

7.2 

7.0 

0.5 

0.1 

ACADEMIC 

185 

61835 

9.27 

8.8 

10.07 

9.3 

9.1 

0.8 

0.1 

VOCATIONAL 

465 

142619 

4.45 

6.6 

4.72 

6.7 

6.7 

0.3 

0.0 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

400 

121724 

5.84 

7.4 

6  07 

8.0 

7.7 

0.2 

0.0 

SUBURBAN 

611 

198387 

6.45 

7.4 

7.07 

7.9 

7.7 

0.6 

0.1 

RURAL 

536 

179156 

5.28 

6.5 

5.64 

6.6 

6.6 

0.4 

0.1 

2Ci 
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an  •nvironmtnt  that  may  help  develop  their  skills  in  vocabulary,  reading 
and  mathematics. 

Cains  in  Science  Scores 

Tables  6-12  and  6-13  present  science  score  gains  for  school  stayers 
and  dropouts.    For  those  individuals  who  remain  in  school,  there  are 
slight  gains  (in  terms  of  raw  score  points)  with  little  in  the  way  of 
differential  gains,    lhat  is,  with  the  exception  of  the  Puerto  Rican 
and  Asian-American  subgroups,  there  is  very  little  variation  in  the 
amount  of  gains.    If  the  science  test  were  sensitive  to  curriculum  choice, 
one  might  expect:    (1)  differential  gains  by  subgroups  which  traditionally 
take  more  science  courses,  e.g.,  individuals  in  the  academic  curriculum, 
and  (2)  an  increase  in  variability  in  test  score  variance  as  one  goes 
from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year.    There  is  very  little  evidence 
for  the  former  and  none  for  the  latter.    Compared  to  the  mathematics 
tests  which  demonstrated  both  differential  gains  across  in-school  sub- 
populations  as  well  as  increases  in  variability,  the  science  test  shows 
little  indication  at  this  point  of  being  sensitive  to  formal  course  work. 

Inspection  of  the  science  gains  for  the  dropouts  suggests  that  males 
and  high  SES  individuals  show  greater  science  gains  than  their  counter  - 
parts  who  remain  in  school. 

5.    Cains  in  Writing  Scores 

Tables  6-14  and  6-15  present  gains  for  the  writing  tests  for 
in-school  and  dropout  populations,  respectively.    Similar  to  the  science 
test,  there  is  very  little  differential  gain  among  the  in-school 
population  with  the  exception  of  some  of  the  Hispanic  groups  which 
showed  proportionately  greater  gains.    Also  similar  to  the  science  test 
results,  the  test  score  variance  does  not  increase  as  one  goes  from  the 
sophomore  to  the  senior  year.    As  in  the  case  of  the  science  test,  the 
writing  test  does  not  appear  to  be  sensitive  to  curriculum  choices  as 
indicated  by  equal  raw  score  gains  for  all  three  curricula. 

Inspection  of  the  dropout  results  in  Table  6-15  shows  raw  score 
gains  of  just  slightly  less  magnitude  than  those  found  for  the  in-school 
population. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  while  males  who  drop  out  gain  more 
than  females,  their  pretest  scores  are  considerably  lower  than  those  of 
the  females.    It  may  be  that  the  male  dropouts1  inability  to  write  at  an 
acceptable  level  may  have  been  a  significant  factor  in  their  leaving 
school.    It  would  appear  that  both  the  science  and  writing  tests  are  for 
the  most  part  tapping  content  and  skills  that  are  likely  to  be  taught  in 
the  first  two  years  in  high  school. 

In  the  above  discussion  of  test  score  changes  for  stayers  and  drop- 
outs, the  interpretationa  for  the  most  part  relied  primarily  on  changes 
in  raw  acore  points.    The  use  of  effect  size  where  effect  size  is  the 
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Table  6-12 


ZRT  SCIENCE  SCORE 
CON  SCALE  OP  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  190 2 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

1980  SOPHOMORES 

N 

N 

WHO  STAYED 

IN  SCHOOL 

1982  SENIORS 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

TOTAL 

18593 

2722726 

9,27 

4.5 

10.23 

4.6 

StXi 

10.95 

HALE 

9041 

1356667 

9,94 

4.6 

4.6 

FEMALE 

9552 

1366059 

8.60 

4.3 

9.51 

4.4 

SCSI 

7  40 

f  .  TU 

LOU 

4092 

568560 

7.03 

4.3 

4.4 

MIDDLE 

9019 

1364641 

9.36 

4.2 

10.36 

4.3 

HIGH 

4874 

705565 

11.34 

4.1 

12.28 

4.0 

RACE' 

11.12 

WHITE 

13754 

2141720 

10.17 

4.1 

4.2 

BLACK 

2317 

341132 

3.9 

6.10 

4.0 

A  AVAL!     ilMII  VMIU 

AS IAN- AMERICAN 

9  AHA  ft 

9.36 

4^ 

11.05 

4.6 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

163 

22982 

7.11 

4.7 

7.95 

4.8 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1270 

100960 

6.36 

4.1 

7.29 

4.4 

PUERTO  RICAN 

195 

22760 

5.75 

4.3 

7.31 

4.9 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

629 

62112 

7.47 

4.5 

8.52 

4.5 

SCHOOL  TYPEi 
*  PUBLIC 

10.08 

15953 

2451448 

9.14 

4.5 

4.6 

PRIVATE 

560 

77867 

11.05 

4.1 

11.84 

4.2 

CATHOLIC 

2080 

193410 

10.24 

3.9 

11.41 

3.9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

10.78 

NORTHEAST 

4080 

610295 

9.81 

4.4 

4.3 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5644 

820188 

10.02 

4.3 

10.97 

4.3 

SOUTH 

5823 

895443 

7.99 

4.5 

8.88 

4.7 

NEST 

3046 

396800 

9.81 

4.3 

10.88 

4.4 

CURRICULUM* 

9.28 

GENERAL 

6017 

887599 

8.37 

4.2 

4.3 

ACADEMIC 

7866 

1110308 

11.17 

4.1 

12.25 

4.1 

VOCATIONAL 

4605 

710011 

7.49 

4.3 

8.31 

4.4 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

9.10 

URBAN 

3634 

496406 

8.13 

4.6 

4.7 

SUBURBAN 

9144 

1292675 

9.77 

4.3 

10.78 

4.4 

RURAL 

5815 

933645 

9.20 

4.5 

10.06 

4.6 

POOLED 
S.D. 

4.5 


4.6 
4.3 


4.3 
4.2 
4.1 


4.2 
3.9 
4.5 
4.8 
4.2 
4.6 
4.5 


4.6 
4.2 
3.9 


4.4 
4.3 
4.6 
4.3 


4.2 
4.1 
4.3 


4.7 
4.4 
4.5 


1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

1.0* 


1.0* 
0.9* 


0.9* 
1.0* 
0.9* 


0.9* 

0.9* 

1.7* 

0.8 

0.9* 

1.6* 

1.1* 


0.9* 

0.8 

1.2* 


1.0* 
1.0* 
0.9* 
1.1* 


0.9* 
1.1* 
0.8* 


1.0* 
1.0* 
0.9* 


EFFECT 

size 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 

0.2 
0.4 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
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Table  6-13 


IRT  SCIENCE  SCORE 
(ON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


LONGITVTOINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  WHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX  I 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESi 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE' 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
>*ORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1518 


749 
769 


634 
609 
124 


953 
249 
10 
34 
172 
42 
56 


1459 
15 
44 


258 
408 
574 
278 


822 
179 
457 


387 
594 
537 


WEIGHTED 
N 


489342 


260396 
228945 


191069 
199944 
48811 


343514 
78974 
2280 
8422 
32563 
9624 
13460 


468952 
10934 
9455 


83996 
127964 
193852 

83530 


272435 
58115 
138808 


118667 
190800 
179875 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


MEAN 
6.51 


6.80 
6.18 


6.00 
7.09 
8.26 


7.43 
3.70 
8.72 
5.90 
4.65 
3.47 
6.06 


6.45 
7.27 
8.57 


6.61 
6.93 
6.02 
6.93 


6.83 
7.87 
5.65 


5.73 
6.93 
6.58 


S.D. 
4.1 


4.3 
3.8 


3.7 
4.2 
4.8 


4.0 
3.2 
3.2 
5.4 
3.3 
2.9 
4.0 


4.1 
4.8 
2.8 


4.2 
4.0 
4.1 
4.2 


8 

5 
4.2 


1982  DROPOUTS 


4.3 
4.1 
3.9 


MEAN 
7.15 


7.88 
6.32 


6.40 
7.68 
10.44 


8.02 
4.36 
8.44 
7.57 
5.34 
5.04 
6.83 


7.11 
7.92 
8.15 


7.02 
7.69 
6.43 
8.13 


7.34 
8.76 
6.31 


6.48 
7.57 
7.15 


S.D. 
4.3 


4.5 
4.0 


4.0 
4.2 
4.4 


4.2 
3.8 
3.8 
4.7 
3.7 
3.0 
4.3 


4.3 
4.1 
3.7 


4.2 
4.3 
4.3 
4.1 


4.0 
4.6 
4.5 


4.6 
4.4 
4.0 


POOLED 
S.D. 

4.2 


4.4 
3.9 


3.8 
4.2 
4.6 


4.1 
3.5 
3.7 
5.1 
3.5 
3.0 
4.2 


4.2 
4.6 
3.4 


4.2 
4.2 
4.2 
4.2 


3.9 
4.6 
4.4 


4.5 
4.2 
4.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.6* 


1.1» 
0.1 


0.4 
0.6 
2.2* 


0.6 
0.7 
-0.3 
1.7 
0.7 
1.6 
0.3 


0.7* 
0.7 
-0.4 


0.4 
0.8 
0.4 
1.2* 


0.5 
0.9 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.5 


0.1 
0.2 
-0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.5 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
-0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
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Table  6-14 

IRT  NRZTXN9  SCORE 
ION  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST  I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  190 1 


SAMPLE 
N 

HEIGHT ED 
N 

1900  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

1902  SENIORS 



MEAN 

s.n. 

9. If  < 

TOTAL 

18266 

1667900 

0.92 

5.0 

10.61 

4.9 

SEXt 

0  A* 

HALE 

Oqt7 

111U07 

7*70 

S  II 

9.0 

FEMALE 

9369 

1336203 

V  it  MX 

10*06 

XX.  WW 

A  1 

SCSI 
LOM 

0.57 

4009 

555106 

o.os 

A  A 

5.11 

9  .  SI 

MIDDLE 

0*96 

a  a 

1 A  AA 

A  A 

HIGH 

4003 

693310 

10*99 

19  JL.9 

A  1 

^  *X 

RACES 

11.33 

WHITE 

13553 

2106102 

9*69 

4.7 

4.6 

BLACK 

2236 

327705 

5*50 

4.6 

7.36 

4.0 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

231 

26626 

10*33 

4.7 

12.03 

4.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

160 

2263X 

6*41 

4.6 

0.00 

5.1 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1257 

99614 

6*00 

4.0 

7.06 

4.9 

PUERTO  RICAN 

190 

22190 

5*00 

4.3 

0.10 

4.7 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

612 

60045 

6*63 

4.0 

0.66 

5.0 

SCHOOL  TTPEt 

10.39 

PUBLIC 

15634 

2397600 

0*71 

5.0 

4.9 

PRIVATE 

556 

77X46 

10*57 

4.7 

12.37 

4.6 

CATHOUC 

2076 

193235 

10*09 

4.3 

12.63 

3.9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION' 

11.09 

NORTHEAST 

4009 

599550 

9*20 

4.9 

4.7 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5597 

012764 

9*42 

4.0 

11.02 

4.0 

SOUTH 

5607 

074531 

7*90 

5.1 

9.61 

5.1 

NEST 

2973 

301133 

9.47 

4.0 

11.24 

4.6 

CURRICULUM! 

9.44 

GENERAL 

5906 

069435 

7.73 

4.7 

4.0 

ACADEMIC 

7753 

1091960 

11.21 

4.3 

12.07 

3.9 

VOCATIONAL 

4505 

692132 

6.09 

4.0 

0.50 

5.0 

COtMJNITY  TTPEl 

9.95 

URBAN 

3554 

404342 

0.21 

5.0 

5.0 

SUBURBAN 

0977 

1261399 

9.42 

4.0 

11.11 

4.7 

RURAL 

5735 

922239 

0.62 

5.0 

10.26 

5.0 

POOLEO 
3.D. 

4.9 


5.1 
4.4 


4.9 
4.0 
4.3 


4.7 
4.7 
4.6 
4.9 
4.0 
4.5 
4.9 


5.0 
4.6 
4.1 


4.0 
4.0 
5.1 
4.7 


4.0 
4.1 
4.9 


5.0 
4.0 
5.0 


1902-1900 
DIFFERENCE 

1.7* 


1.60 
1.70 


1.7* 
1.7» 
1.60 


1.6* 

1.00 

1.7* 

1.7 

1.00 

3.0O 

2.00 


1.70 
1.6* 
1.7* 


1.00 
1.6» 
1.60 
1.6» 


1.7» 
1.7* 
1.7* 


1.70 
1.70 
1.6* 


EFFECT 
SUE 

0.1 


0.3 
0*4 


0*4 
0*4 
0*4 


0*4 
0*4 
0*4 
0.3 
0.4 
0.7 
0*4 


0.1 
0*4 
0*4 


0*4 
0.3 
0.1 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 

0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
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Table  6-15 


IRT  WRITING  SCORE 
(ON  SCALE  OF  HSB  SOPHOMORE  TEST) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  WHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1474 


723 
751 


617 
594 
120 


921 
239 
10 
34 
170 
43 
55 


1415 
15 


252 
394 
558 
270 


797 
173 
444 


380 
575 
519 


473648 


249834 
223814 


185460 
194999 
45653 


330946 
76775 
2280 
8422 
32053 
9548 
13118 


453259 
10934 
9455 


82183 
124764 
186682 

80019 


264519 
56008 
133139 


115368 
182312 
175969 


MEAN 
5.41 


3.91 
7.08 


5.06 
6.11 
6.65 


6.13 
3.13 
8.67 
4.82 
4.45 
3.07 
4.52 


5.34 
6.66 
7.11 


4.96 
5.73 
5.26 
5.73 


5.86 
7.52 
3.91 


4.97 
5.72 
5.37 


S.D. 
4.8 


4.5 
4.7 


4.4 
5.1 
5.4 


4.9 
3.7 
4.4 
5.1 
4.2 
3.7 
5.0 


4.8 
4.5 
3.8 


4.6 
4.9 
4.8 
5.1 


4.8 
5.2 
4.4 


5.0 
4.8 
4.8 


MEAN 
6.71 


5.64 
7.90 


6.17 
7.51 
8.66 


7.56 
4.19 
9.63 
5.12 
5.47 
4.14 
5.62 


6.59 
9.77 
9.02 


6.49 
6.81 
6.34 
7.63 


7.21 
8.70 
5.10 


6.25 
7.27 
6.44 


S.D. 
4.8 


4.6 
4.8 


4.5 
4.9 
5.0 


4.7 
4.5 
4.1 
4.9 
3.8 
3.2 
5.6 


4.8 
5.4 
4.5 


4.9 
4.6 
5.0 
4.8 


4.6 
5.6 
4.6 


5.0 
4.9 
4.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

4.8 


4.5 
4.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

1.3* 


1.7* 
0.8* 


4.5 
5.0 
5.2 


4.8 
4.1 
4.5 
5.1 
4.0 
3.5 
5.4 


4.8 
5.1 
4.2 


4.7 
4.7 
4.9 
5.0 


4.7 
5.4 
4.5 


5.0 
4.9 
4.7 


1.1* 
1.4* 
2.0 


1.4* 

1.1 

1.0 

0.3 

1.0 

1.1 

1.1 


1.2* 

3.1 

1.9 


1.5* 
1.1 
1.1* 
1.9* 


1.3* 

1.2 

1.2* 


1.3* 
1.5* 
1.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.4 
0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.6 
0.5 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.4 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
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difference  between  the  1980  and  1982  means  divided  by  the  1980  standard 
deviation  can  be  misleading  when  one  wishes  to  compare  relative  gains 
across  the  various  tests.     Similarly,  it  can  also  be  misleading  when 
comparing  two  groups  when  the  standard  deviations  are  systematically 
different  for  the  groups.    Tests  that  have  relatively  large  standard 
deviations  are  likely  to  be  the  ones  that  are  most  sensitive  to 
variations  between  students  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  their 
exposure  to  courses  relevant  to  any  given  tested  area. 

In  general,  it  would  be  expected  that  if  two  tests  were  of  equal 
length  and  reliabilities,  and  one  shows  greater  variability,  then  one 
could  expect  that  test  was  more  sensitive  to  variations  in  the  edu- 
cational treatments  within  that  particular  population.     Similarly,  when 
comparing  two  populations,  one  of  which  receives  additional  formal 
educational  treatment  (school  stayers)  and  a  second  group  which  receives 
no  additional  formal  schooling,  one  would  expect  the  standard  deviations 
of  the  gains  to  be  systematically  different  for  the  two  groups.  Indeed, 
the  standard  deviations  of  the  gains  for  the  dropouts  are  consistently 
smaller  than  those  for  the  stayers  across  all  tested  areas. 

A  reasonably  dimensionless  index  of  variation  that  can  be  used  to 
compare  tests  of  varying  lengths  with  respect  to  their  potential  sensi- 
tivity to  change  as  a  consequence  of  differing  "treatments"  is  the 
coefficient  of  variation  (CV).    The  coefficient  of  variation  can  be 
expressed  as  a  percentage  based  on  the  ratio  of  the  standard  deviation 
to  the  mean.    The  coefficients  of  variation  for  the  tests  are  shown  below 
for  the  within-school  panel  population  for  the  sophomore  and  senior 
years • 

Tests 


Sophomores 

Seniors 

VOCABULARY 

57.6% 

49.2% 

READING 

67.0% 

59.7% 

MATHEMATICS 

"/J.0% 

70.0% 

SCIENCE 

48.5% 

45.0% 

WRITING 

56.0% 

46.2% 

Inspection  of  the  above  CV's  suggests  that  the  science  test  may  be 
the  least  sensitive  with  respect  to  the  impact  of  differential  exposure 
to  course  work.    As  indicated  in  the  previous  discussion,  the  science 
test  demonstrated  little  in  the  way  of  differential  gains.  This 
flatness  in  gains  was  particularly  notable  across  curricula.  Conversely, 
it  was  found  that  mathematics  gains  varied  considerably  by  curriculum 
choice.    This  result  is  of  course  consistent  with  the  CV  associated  with 
the  mathematics  test.    A  comparatively  large  decrease  in  the  CV  going 
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from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year  suggests  that  the  educational 
treatment  may  be  targeting  a  particular  segment  of  the  population. 
For  example,  if  one  were  to  systematically  target  the  lower  achieving 
students,  then  the  CV's  would  become  smaller. 

In  summary,  students  who  became  dropouts  gained  only  about  one- 
fifth  of  the  mathematics  knowledge  gained  by  students  who  remained  in 
high  school.     In  the  other  tested  areas,  dropouts  gained  approximately 
three-quarters  as  much  as  stayers. 

C.     CHANGES  IN  SCHOOL  GRADES 

Table  6-16  presents  a  comparison  of  grades  from  sophomores  who  re- 
mained in  school  with  sophomores  who  dropped  out.    These  self-reported 
grades  reflect  their  high  school  grades  through  the  spring  of  their 
sophomore  year.    The  numeric  coding  for  the  grading  scale  is  as  follows: 

Mostly  A's  -  8 

half  A's      =  7 

mostly  B's  s  6 

half  B's      =  5 

mostly  C's  s  4 

half  C's      «  3 

mostly  D's  =  2 

mostly  below  D's  ■  1 

Table  6-16  indicates  that  the  typical  sophomores  who  remain  in 
school  reported  grade  averages  in  the  neighborhood  of  a  B-.  Sophomores 
who  dropped  out  reported  grades  in  the  "mostly  C"  area.     Clearly  there 
is  both  a  significant  as  well  as  a  practical  difference  between  school 
performances  of  those  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  and  those  sophomores 
who  dropped  out.     It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  average  dropout 
does  report  passing  the  majority  of  his  or  her  courses  wir.h  C's.  One, 
however,  should  keep  in  mind  that  there  is  a  tendency  for  self-reported 
grades  to  be  biased  upwards  (Fetters,  et  al.,  1984). 

When  grades  for  dropouts  and  stayers  are  further  classified  by  SES, 
it  would  appear  that  the  higher  the  SES,  the  greater  the  differential 
between  grades  when  compering  dropouts  and  stayers.    This  would  suggest 
that  high  SES  students  are  more  likely  to  remain  in  school  until  their 
performance  relative  to  their  SES  reference  group  becomes  somewhat  more 
disparate  than  for  example  the  middle  and  lower  SES  groups.  Conversely, 
the  lower  SES  individual  is  more  likely  to  drop  out  if  his  or  her  reported 
grades  are  only  about  one-half  a  grade  level  below  the  school  stayers. 
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Table  6-16 


WHICH  OF  THE  FOLLOWING  BEST  DESCRIBES  YOUR  GRADES  SO  FAR  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
(VMOSTLY  BELOW  Dl  8=M0STLY  A'S) 


ALL  3OPH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


S.D. 
1.6 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

M 
li 

u 
N 

ME  AM 

s  n 

9. If  . 

newt 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

TflTl  ■ 

luTAL 

Z4tD0 

X  .O 

27A0 

CfOV 

5.54 

1.5 

2358 

4.10 

SEX: 

HALE 

12362 

1655 

5.08 

1.6 

11159 

1387 

5.31 

1.6 

1223 

268 

3.87 

FEMALE 

12606 

1626 

5.57 

X  .O 

11471 
XXH/X 

X  3 

5  77 

1.5 

1135 

234 

4.36 

SES* 

LOW 

6076 

780 

4.82 

1.6 

5118 

590 

5.09 

1.5 

958 

190 

4.00 

MIDDLE 

11756 

1578 

5.33 

1.6 

10834 

1376 

5.51 

1.5 

922 

203 

4.16 

HIGH 

6122 

7a*f 

1  A, 
X  .O 

CAAA 
9000 

A  OA 

O  .  VD 

1.5 

59 

4.34 

RACE: 

1388 

340 

4.07 

UUTTC 
nnl  i  c 

17805 

5.44 

1.6 

16417 

2169 

5.66 

1.5 

BLACK 

3370 

429 

4.91 

1.5 

2960 

348 

5.06 

1.4 

410 

80 

4.27 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

325 

34 

6.16 

1.5 

308 

32 

6.23 

1.5 

17 

? 

5.23 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

255 

33 

4.74 

1.7 

199 

24 

5.05 

1.6 

56 

9 

3.93 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1901 

144 

4.74 

1.6 

1624 

108 

5.01 

1.5 

277 

36 

3.91 

PUERTO  RICAN 

330 

36 

4.70 

1.5 

260 

25 

4.92 

1.5 

70 

11 

4.22 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

909 

85 

4.96 

1.5 

791 

67 

5.17 

1.5 

118 

18 

4.18 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

4.08 

PUBLIC 

21917 

2988 

5.27 

1.6 

19653 

2508 

5.50 

1.6 

2264 

480 

PRIVATE 

715 

92 

5.68 

1.4 

685 

78 

5.81 

1.4 

30 

14 

4.96 

CATHOLIC 

2356 

202 

5.85 

1.5 

2292 

194 

5.93 

1.4 

64 

8 

4.05 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

83 

4.00 

NORTHEAST 

5385 

715 

5.47 

1.6 

4998 

633 

5.66 

1.5 

387 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7271 

939 

5.22 

1.7 

6695 

819 

5.43 

1.6 

576 

120 

3.83 

SOUTH 

7948 

1093 

5.29 

1.6 

7001 

889 

5.52 

1.6 

947 

204 

4.31 

NEST 

4384 

534 

5.35 

1.6 

3936 

439 

5.62 

1.5 

448 

96 

4.08 

CURRICULUM: 

271 

4.01 

GENERAL 

10994 

1478 

5.02 

1.6 

9740 

1208 

5.24 

1.5 

1254 

ACADEMIC 

8547 

1050 

6.12 

1.4 

8264 

988 

6.20 

1.4 

283 

62 

4.85 

VOCATIONAL 

4956 

689 

4.83 

1.5 

4228 

538 

5.05 

1.5 

728 

151 

4.02 

COftUNITY  TYPE: 

139 

4.04 

URBAN 

5358 

667 

5.10 

1.7 

4671 

528 

5.38 

1.5 

687 

SUBURBAN 

12280 

1561 

5.38 

1.6 

11315 

1354 

5.57 

1.5 

965 

207 

4.09 

RURAL 

7350 

1053 

5.37 

1.7 

6644 

898 

5.58 

1.6 

706 

156 

4.16 

1.5 
1.6 


1.5 
1.5 
1.8 


1.6 
1.4 
1.3 
1.7 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.6 
1.5 
1.7 


1.6 
1.6 
1.6 
1.5 


1.5 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.5 
1.6 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


-1.44» 
-1.4V 


-1.09* 
-1.35* 
-1.72* 


-1.59* 

-0.79* 

-1.00 

-1.12* 

-1.10* 

-0.70 

-0.99* 


-1.43* 

-0.85 

-1.87* 


-1.66* 
-1.60* 
-1.21* 
-1.55* 


-1.23* 
-1.35* 
-1.03* 


-1.33* 
-1.48* 
-1.42* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 


-1.44*  -0.93 


-0.92 
-0.94 


-0.71 
-0.90 
-1.17 


-1.03 
-0.55 
-0.*7 
-0.68 
-0.74 
-0.46 
-0.67 


-0.92 
-0.61 
-1.31 


-1.10 
-1.02 
-0.77 
-1.03 


-0.82 
-0.97 
-0.70 


-0.86 
-0.96 
-0.90 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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These  results  may  reflect  the  fact  that  the  low  SES,  low  achieving" 
individual  may  be  much  more  susceptible  to  having  financial  pressures 
dictate  their  decisions  to  stay  or  not  to  stay  in  school  compared  to  the 
high  SES  individual.    A  similar  pattern  and  interpretation  may  hold  for 
the  Black-White  contrast.    The  grades  also  show  somewhat  greater 
variability  for  the  high  SES  student.    This  suggests  that  compared  to 
other  SES  groups,  a  greater  proportion  of  the  high  SES  individuals  may 
be  dropping  out  for  reasons  independent  of  their  level  of  school 
achievement . 

As  in  the  case  of  school  stayers,  female  dropouts  tend  to  have 
higher  grades  than  their  counterpart  male  dropouts.     The  grade 
disparities  between  female  stayers  and  female  dropouts  is  almost  identical 
to  the  equivalent  comparison  for  males.    That  is,  in  the  case  of  males 
and  females  as  well  as  most  other  subclassif ications ,  the  dropouts'  mean 
grade  is  about  one  full  standard  deviation  below  that»of  the  mean  grade 
for  school  stayers.    This  suggests  that  the  typical  dropout  can  be  placed 
at  about  the  16th  percentile  of  the  distribution  of  school  stayers  with 
respect  to  grades. 

It  should  be  kept  in  mind  that  test  score  means  for  stayers  and 
dropouts  tended  to  differ  in  the  range  of  about  only  a  half  to  three- 
fourths  of  a  standard  deviation.    Thus,  stayers  and  dropouts  show  somewhat 
greater  differences  with  respect  to  their  school  performance  as  measured 
by  grades  than  they  do  when  tested  basic  skills  are  contrasted.  Not 
unexpectedly,  it  would  appear  that  school  performance  and  persistence  can 
only  be  partially  explained  by  disparities  in  basic  skills. 

Table  6-17  presents  the  change  in  average  self-reported  grades  as 
one  goes  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year  in  school.  Not 
unexpectedly,  there  is  a  slight  increase  in  the  average  grades.  This 
increase  is  relatively  consistent  across  all  demographic  groupings. 

D.     CHANGES  IN  LIFF  SKILL  OUTCOMES 

This  section  presents  cross-sectional  and  longitudinal  outcome 
variables  having  to  do  with  the  student's  self-perception  of  his/her 
abilities,  skills,  and  knowledge  with  respect  to  making  everyday  decisions 
in  the  areas  of  employment  and  schooling.    Tables  6-18  to  6-22  present 
cross-sectional  comparisons  between  school  stayers  and  dropouts  when 
they  were  members  of  the  sophomore  cohort.    Tables  6-23  to  6-30  present 
longitudinal  comparisons  of  changes  in  these  skills  from  1980  to  1982 
separately  for  the  in  school  people  and  for  the  dropouts.  Certain 
longitudinal  life  skill  questions  were  not  appropriate  for  the  dropouts, 
so  there  is  not  always  parallel  longitudinal  tables  for  both  stayers 
and  dropouts. 

Table  6-18  contrasts  sophomore  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to 
their  self-reported  ability  to  "apply  for  an  office  job  in  a  big  company." 
Overall,  the  dropouts  perceived  themselves  as  being  more  knowledgeable 
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Table  6-17 


WHICH  OF  THE  FOLLOWING  BEST  DESCRIBES  YOUR  GRADES  SO  FAR  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
(1&HOSTLY  BELOW  DJ  8=H0STLY  A'S) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


TOTAL 


21715 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2783482 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 

5.55 


S.D. 
1.5 


MEAN 
5.69 


SO. 
1.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.5 


1962-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 


10634 
11081 


1387346 
1396135 


5.32 
5.78 


1.6 
1.5 


5.43 
5.95 


1.4 
1.4 


1.5 
1.4 


0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1 
0.1 


SES: 


tow 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4894 
10442 
5644 


567822 
1365461 
724534 


5.11 
5.52 
6.07 


1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


5.32 
5.66 
6.13 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


1.5 
1.5 
1.4 


0.2* 
0.1* 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


RACE: 

WHITE  15817  2177022  5.67  1.5 

BLACK  2815  348084  5.07  1.4 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  297  32369  6.20  1.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  191  24325  5.10  1.6 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1555  107257  5.04  1.5 

PUERTO  RICAN  244  24022  4.95  1.5 

OTHER  HISPANIC  762  66924  5.18  1.5 


5.81 
5.21 
6.07 
5.28 
5.13 
4.96 
5.32 


1.4 
1.3 
1.5 
1.5 
1.4 
1.3 
1.4 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 
1.6 
1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
-0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


16615 
665 
2235 


2510236 
78786 
194459 


5.52 
5.81 
5.92 


1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


5.65 
6.03 
6.08 


1.5 
1.2 
1.3 


1.5 
1.3 
1.4 


0.1* 

0.2 

0.2* 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4797 
6443 
6742 
3733 


632665 
824803 
893399 
432615 


5.67 
5.44 
5.53 
5.64 


1.5 
1.6 
1.6 
1.5 


5.83 
5.59 
5.69 
5.68 


1.4 
1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7107 
8928 
5559 


914495 
1111935 
742254 


5.07 
6.28 
5.06 


1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


5.20 
6.34 
5.33 


1.4 
1.3 
1.3 


1.4 
1.3 
1.4 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.3* 


0.1 
0.0 
0.2 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4455 
10818 
6442 


525373 
1351043 
907066 


5.39 
5.59 
5.60 


1.5 
1.5 
1.6 


5.48 
5.69 
5.81 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


0.1 

0.1* 

0.2* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


OH 
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Table  6-18 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HOW  TO  APPLY  FOR  AN  OFFICE  JOB  IN  A  BIO  COMPANY? 
flcNO;  3SYES) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOHORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


24452  3210 


11995 
12457 


1603 
1607 


17569  2478 
3194  404 


323 
246 
1832 
320 
689 


34 
32 
137 
34 
82 


21410  2918 
711  91 
2331  201 


5332 
7053 


706 
913 


7755  1063 
4312  527 


MEAN 
2.17 


2.25 
2.09 


5936     761  2.09 
11578    1558  2.18 
6082     780  2.23 


2.15 
2.29 
2.13 
2.14 
2.17 
2.15 
2.20 


2.18 
2.16 
2.09 


2.13 
2.13 
2.19 
2.26 


10779  1449  2.15 
8462  1042  2.19 
4745     659  2.20 


5148     639  2.22 
12073    1534  2.19 
7231    1036  2.12 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


SAMP 
N 


305 
192 
1570 
256 
778 


4951 

6525 
6856 
3885 


WTO 
N 


22217  2732 


10658  1351 
11359  1380 


5009  577 
10691  1360 
5845  721 


16228  2145 
2825  332 


31 
23 
104 
24 
65 


19263  2460 
682  77 
2272  194 


626 
800 
871 
434 


9575    1188 . 
8187  980 
4077  520 


MEAN 
2.15 


2.23 
2.08 


2.06 
2.16 
2.21 


2.13 
2.26 
2.12 
2.15 
2.15 
2.11 
2.18 


2.16 
2.14 
2.09 


2.11 
2.12 
2.17 
2.24 


2.13 
2.17 
2.17 


4514     510  2.19 
11158    1336  2.17 
6545     885  2.10 


DROPOUTS 

S.D. 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

0.7 

2235 

479 

2.28 

0.7 

0.13* 

0.19 

0.7 

1137 

252 

2.35 

0.7 

0.13* 

0.18 

0.7 

1098 

227 

2.21 

0.7 

0.13* 

0.19 

0.7 

927 

184 

2.18 

0.7 

0.12* 

0.17 

0.7 

887 

198 

2.32 

0.7 

0.16* 

0.23 

0.7 

237 

60 

2.56 

0.6 

0.36* 

0.52 

0.7 

1341 

333 

2.26 

0.7 

0.13* 

0.19 

0.7 

369 

72 

2.43 

0.6 

0.17* 

0.25 

0.7 

18 

2 

2.29 

0.8 

0.17 

0.26 

0.7 

54 

9 

2.10 

0.8 

0.06 

-0.08 

0.7 

262 

33 

2.23 

0.7 

0.08 

0.11 

0.7 

64 

10 

2.23 

0.7 

0.12 

0.17 

0.7 

111 

17 

2.25 

0.6 

0.06 

0.09 

0.7 

2147 

458 

2.29 

0.7 

0.13* 

0.19 

0.7 

29 

1J 

2.22 

0.8 

0.07 

0.10 

0.7 

59 

7 

2.23 

0.7 

0.14 

0.20 

0.7 

381 

80 

2.31 

0.7 

0.21* 

0.30 

0.7 

528 

113 

2.22 

0.7 

0.10 

0.15 

0.7 

899 

192 

2.29 

0.7 

C.13* 

0.19 

0.7 

427 

93 

2.31 

0.7 

0.07 

0.10 

0.7 

1204 

261 

2.24 

0.7 

0.12* 

0.17 

0.7 

275 

62 

2.49 

0.6 

0.32* 

0.46 

0.7 

668 

139 

2.28 

0.7 

0.10 

0.15 

0.7 

634 

129 

2.32 

0.7 

0.13* 

0.19 

0.7 

915 

199 

2.32 

0.7 

0.15* 

0.22 

0.7 

666 

151 

2.21 

0.7 

0.11 

0.15 

NOTES  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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in  this  employment-seeking  skill  than  were  the  school  stayers.    This  self- 
perception  in  favor  of  the  dropouts  was  consistent  across  all  classi- 
fication variables.    This  finding  of  a  differential  in  favor  of  dropouts 
was  more  extreme  for  high  SES  and/or  academic  program  dropouts.  This 
increased  confidence  level  reported  by  the  high  SES  dropout  probably 
arises  from  their  having  a  greater  likelihood  of  coming  from  an  environ- 
ment that  is  characterized  by  successful  employment  role  models.     It  is 
interesting  to  note  that  females  have  somewhat  less  confidence  than  males 
with  respect  to  applying  for  a  job.    Black  dropouts  report  being  more 
knowledgeable  than  White  dropouts.    This  may  reflect  the  availability 
of  job  training  and  counseling  programs  for  minority  youth. 

Table  6-19  asks  the  sophomores  if  they  know  "how  to  choose  a  school 
program  which  will  help  them  in  college.11    Not  surprisingly,  the  school 
stayers  are  more  likely  to  report  that  they  do  know  how  to  choose  a 
school  program  which  will  help  them  in  college. 

Table  6-20  asks  about  their  knowledge  in  the  area  of  "applying  to  a 
college  for  admission,"    There  is  little  difference  between  stayers  and 
dropouts  with  respect  to  their  self-perception  of  their  knowledge  in  this 
area.    Apparently,  neither  group  at  the  sophomore  level  perceived  them- 
selves as  very  knowledgeable  in  this  area. 

Table  6-21  asks  about  whether  they  know  how  to  find  out  about 
different  kinds  of  jobs.    As  with  the  previous  employment  outcome,  there 
is  a  slight  knowledge  advantage  in  favor  of  the  dropouts.    Also,  consistent 
with  the  previous  finding  is  that  the  greater  knowledge  differential  is 
for  high  SES  and  academic  program  dropouts. 

Table  6-22  asks  the  sophomore  student  if  he  or  she  knows  how  to 
arrange  a  bus,  train  or  plane  trip  out  of  town.    As  with  the  previous 
nonacademic  life  outcomes,  the  dropouts  report  that  they  possess  greater 
knowledge  in  this  area.     It  would  appear  that  at  this  stage  in  maturity, 
the  dropouts  are  more  likely  to  report  having  more  knowledge  in  the 
employment-seeking  areas. 

Tables  6-23  and  6-24  present  the  longitudinal  changes  in  the  two 
groups1  perceptions  of  their  knowledge  with  respect  to  applying  for  an 
office  job  in  a  big  company.    While  both  groups  gained,  greater  gains 
were  found  for  those  individuals  who  stayed  in  school  as  compared  to 
those  who  dropped  out.    These  greater  gains  for  school  stayers  brought 
them  up  to  about  the  same  level  of  reported  job  application  knowledge  as 
the  1982  dropouts* 

By  19)32,  femal  es  in  both  groups — stayers  and  dropouts — reported  essen- 
tially the  same  level  of  job-seeking  knowledge  as  their  male  counterparts. 

Tables  6-25  and  6-26  present  similar  comparisons  dealing  with 
self-reported  knowledge  of  how  one  finds  out  about  different  kinds  of 
jobs.    Once  again,  while  both  groups  show  gains >•  the  school  stayers  show 
slightly  greater  gains  than  do  the  dropouts.    The  gains  in  both  groups 
are  relatively  consistent  across  subclassifications . 


Table  6-19 


DO  YOU  KNOH  HOW  TO  CHOOSE  A  SCHOOL  PROGRAM  MUCH  MILL  HELP  YOU  IN  COLLEGE > 

Cl=NO;  3= YES) 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1960 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
HMD  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SCS: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
UNITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN -AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 

HTD 

SAMP 

HTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

3196 

2.63 

0.6 

22132 

2721 

2.65 

0.6 

11928 

1595 

2.60 

0.6 

10801 

1344 

2.63 

0.6 

12418 

1601 

2.65 

0.6 

11331 

1376 

2.67 

0.6 

5901 

756 

2.48 

0.7 

4986 

574 

2.50 

0.7 

11531 

1552 

2.64 

0.6 

10645 

1354 

2.66 

0.6 

6071 

779 

2.76 

0.5 

5837 

720 

2.77 

0.5 

17512 

2469 

2.64 

0.6 

16182 

2138 

2.66 

0.6 

3166 

401 

2.65 

0.6 

2802 

330 

2.66 

0.6 

321 

34 

2.65 

0.6 

303 

31 

2.65 

0.6 

245 

32 

2.48 

0.7 

191 

23 

2.50 

0.7 

1819 

136 

2.43 

0.7 

1563 

103 

2.46 

0.7 

320 

34 

2.58 

0.6 

256 

24 

2.62 

0.6 

867 

82 

2.57 

0.7 

775 

65 

2.59 

0.6 

21304 

2904 

2.62 

0.6 

19179 

2450 

2.65 

0.6 

711 

91 

2.66 

0.6 

682 

78 

2.69 

0.5 

2331 

201 

2.66 

0.6 

2271 

194 

2.66 

0.6 

SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


5306 
7029 


703 
910 


7711  1058 
4300  526 


10740  1443 
8451  1041 
4695  652 


5110  635 
12028  1527 
7208  1033 


2.63 
2.62 
2.61 


2.56 
2.79 
2.53 


2.62 
2.66 
2.58 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


4931 
6508 
6817 
3876 


624 
798 
865 
433 


9544  1184 
8177  979 
4036  515 


4485  508 
11121  1330 
6526  883 


2.65 
2.64 
2.63 
2.69 


2.57 
2.79 
2.56 


2.64 
2.68 
2.60 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 
N 


2214  475 


1127 
1087 


915 
886 
234 


1330 
364 
18 
54 
256 
64 
112 


2125 
29 
60 


251 
224 


182 
198 
59 


331 
71 
2 
9 
33 
10 
17 


454 
13 
8 


MEAN 
2.50 


2.47 
2.52 


2.40 
2.53 
2.73 


2.50 
2.58 
2.63 
2.43 
2.32 
2.47 
2.48 


2.50 
2.50 
2.45 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.5 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


-0.16« 
-0.14* 


-0.10 

-0.13» 

-0.04 


-0.16* 

-0.09 

-0.01 

-0.07 

-0.14 

-0.15 

-0.11 


-0.15* 

-0.18 

-0.21 


EFFECT 
SIZE 


-0.15*  -0.25 


-0.25 
-0.25 


-0.15 
-0.22 
-0.08 


-0.27 
-0.15 
-0.03 
-0.10 
-0.21 
-0.24 
-0.17 


-0.25 
-0.33 
-0.37 


0.6 

375 

78 

2.44 

0.7 

-0.22* 

-0.36 

0.6 

521 

112 

2.49 

0.7 

-0.15* 

-0.25 

0.6 

894 

192 

2.48 

0.7 

-0.15* 

-0.24 

0.6 

424 

93 

2.58 

0.6 

-0.11 

-0.20 

0.6 

1196 

259 

2.50 

0.7 

-0.07 

-0.12 

0.5 

274 

62 

2.69 

0.5 

-0.11 

-0.23 

0.7 

659 

137 

2.43 

0.7 

-0.14* 

-0.20 

0.6 

625 

127 

2.53 

0.7 

-0.12 

-0.20 

0.6 

907 

197 

2.53 

0.7 

-0.15* 

-0.27 

0.6 

682 

151 

2.43 

0.7 

-0.17* 

-0.27 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  6-20 


DO  YOU  KNOM  HON  TO  APPLY  TO  A  COLLEGE  FOR  ADMISSION? 
U-NOS  3= YES) 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1960 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


TOTAL 

SEX' 
MALE 
FEMALE 

ses: 

LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 


SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

24257 

3185 

1.92 

0.7 

22063 

2714 

1.92 

0.7 

2194 

471 

1.94 

0.7 

11687 

1589 

1.96 

0.7 

10770 

1341 

1.96 

0.7 

1117 

249 

1.97 

0.7 

12370 

1595 

1.89 

0.7 

11293 

1373 

1.88 

0.7 

1077 

223 

1.92 

0.7 

5667 

753 

1.60 

0.7 

4958 

572 

1.89 

0.7 

909 

181 

1.81 

0.7 

11495 

1546 

1.92 

0.7 

10620 

1351 

1.91 

0.7 

875 

196 

2.00 

0.7 

6060 

778 

2.05 

0.7 

5825 

719 

2.04 

0.7 

235 

59 

2.21 

0.7 

17468 

2463 

1.90 

0.7 

16141 

2134 

1.90 

0.7 

1327 

330 

1.91 

0.7 

3141 

397 

2.06 

0.7 

2786 

328 

2.05 

0.7 

355 

69 

2.13 

0.7 

320 

34 

2.06 

0.7 

303 

31 

2.05 

0.7 

17 

2 

2.20 

0.6 

243 

32 

1.95 

0.7 

192 

23 

1.98 

0.7 

51 

8 

1.86 

0.7 

1804 

134 

1.85 

0.7 

1550 

102 

1.86 

0.7 

254 

32 

1.84 

0.7 

319 

34 

2.02 

0.7 

255 

24 

2.03 

0.7 

64 

10 

1.99 

0.6 

887 

82 

1.96 

0.7 

776 

65 

1.96 

0.7 

111 

17 

1.96 

0.7 

PUBLIC 

21220 

2893 

1.92 

0.7 

19114 

2443 

1.91 

0.7 

2106 

450 

PRIVATE 

713 

91 

2.09 

0.7 

684 

77 

2.08 

0.7 

29 

13 

CATHOLIC 

2324 

201 

1.99 

0.7 

2265 

193 

1.98 

0.7 

59 

8 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5300 

702 

1.96 

0.7 

4924 

624 

1.95 

0.7 

376 

79 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7006 

906 

1.85 

0.7 

6488 

796 

1.85 

0.7 

518 

111 

SOUTH 

7682 

1054 

1.94 

0.7 

6796 

863 

1.94 

0.7 

886 

191 

NEST 

4269 

522 

1.97 

0.7 

3855 

431 

1.97 

0.7 

414 

91 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10695 

1437 

1.86 

0.7 

9506 

1180 

1.85 

0.7 

1187 

257 

ACADEMIC 

8440 

1040 

2.03 

0.7 

8166 

978 

2.02 

0.7 

274 

62 

VOCATIONAL 

4672 

650 

1.90 

0.7 

4021 

514 

1.88 

0.7 

651 

136 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 

URBAN 

5088 

633 

1.98 

0.7 

4468 

506 

1.97 

0.7 

620 

127 

SUBURBAN 

11981 

1522 

1.94 

0.7 

11083 

1326 

1.93 

0.7 

898 

196 

RURAL 

7188 

1029 

1.67 

0.7 

6512 

881 

1.87 

0.7 

676 

148 

1.94 
2.12 
2.02 


1.99 
1.88 
1.95 
1.98 


1.90 
2.14 
1.95 


00 

96 
87 


0.7 
0.5 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS  SIZE 


0.02 


0.01 
0.04 


0.01 
0.09 
0.17 


.01 
.08 
15 
.12 
.02 
.05 
.00 


0.03 
0.03 
0.03 


0.03 
0.03 
0.01 
0.01 


0.05 
0.12 
0.07 


0.03 
0.03 
-0.00 


0.03 


0.01 
0.05 


0.02 
0.12 
0.25 


0.02 
0.11 
0.22 
-0.16 
-0.03 
-0.07 
-0.01 


0.04 
0.05 
0.05 


0.05 
0.04 
0.01 
0.01 


0.08 
0.17 
0.09 


0.04 
0.04 
-0.01 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  6-21 


All  wd 

ALL  V 

 ■ 

JPffONCRc; 

■ 

mWWW* 

N 

N 

IVAN 

S.D  . 

TOTAL 

24300 

II 91 

t.M 

9  •* 

ItftU 

11099 

If9t 

t.*0 

v.* 

12*09 

1*01 

t.*0 

v.* 

UOM 

MM 

www 

ff  44 

C  .  Ww 

-  - 
V  •* 

moon 

11114 

mi 

ff  44 
C  •  w^ 

w  •  * 

UtON 

im 

777 

t.*7 

v.* 

NNXTI 

17841 

AW  WW  A 

4444 

ff  41 

-  - 

W  WW 

SLACK 

9m9/ 9 

114 

ff  Tff 

O.S 

ASIAN*  AfttftlCAN 

ISO 

9* 

2.*7 

W»W 

ANHVICAN  INDIAN 

£44 

AC 

9  44 

C.B4 

Www 

HKXICAN-Am*ICAN 

IOI0 

13* 

t.o* 

W  ww 

PUERTO  OICAM 

1ft 

Ml 

14 

ff  44 
C  .40 

Www 

OTHtH  HISPANIC 

441 

CMC 

ff  44 

Www 

moot  vmt 
mmuc 

21270 

toot 

t.** 

Www 

private 

711 

90 

2.*7 

www 

CATHOLIC 

2310 

101 

t.*l 

Www 

OBOORAPNIC  RMKMt 

NOR  1  HE  AST 

tut 

70* 

t.** 

www 

NOOTN  CENTRAL 

7017 

909 

t.M 

www 

south 

7*9* 

101* 

t.*i 

www 

Nitr 

*€0§ 

ft* 

t.*i 

W  WW 

GflRiaxjum 

10710 

1**3 

t.M 

www 

ACADEMIC 

0*90 

10*0 

t.*i 

www 

VOCATIONAL 

**9* 

Oil 

t.** 

W  WW 

COMMUNITY  TTPft 

M99 

*3* 

t.** 

Www 

SUBURBAN 

mil 

1007 

t.** 

W  WW 

7190 

lost 

t.*3 

Www 

00  YOU  KNQN  HON  TO  FIND  OUT  ABOUT  DIFFERENT  KINDS  Of  JOBS? 
tl«N0l  3»YESI 


ALL  SOPN0HORES-19O0 


OOFWHOREO 
NM0  STAY  CO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  9CNI00  FOLLOWS 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOW* 


0AHR 

DROPOUTS 

NTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

MINUS 

EPPECl 

it 

if 

NEAN 

0.0. 

N 

N 

NEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

99441 

t7I7 

t.*3 

0.* 

ttis 

*7* 

t.70 

0.* 

0.074 

O.lt 

1077* 

13*t 

t.*7 

0.* 

1113 

tso 

t.70 

0.* 

0.03 

O.OS 

11317 

1370 

t.M 

0.* 

109t 

tts 

t.*9 

0.* 

o.u» 

0.10 

*97f 

07* 

t.09 

0.* 

017 

lot 

t.** 

0.* 

0.00 

0.13 

10*37 

13M 

t.*3 

0.* 

M3 

190 

t.70 

0.* 

0.07 

0.11 

M19 

710 

t.** 

0.* 

t3S 

09 

t.01 

o.s 

0.15» 

0.t7 

1*1*7 

tl37 

t.*t 

0.* 

133* 

332 

t.70 

0.* 

0.00» 

0.13 

270S 

3t7 

t.71 

0.0 

3*t 

70 

t.7* 

o.s 

o.o* 

0.11 

30t 

31 

t.*7 

0.* 

10 

t 

t.5* 

0.* 

0.00 

O.lt 

190 

t3 

t.M 

0.* 

SO 

0 

1.37 

0.* 

0.01 

o.ot 

U*l 

103 

2.S5 

0.* 

259 

33 

t.*0 

0.* 

o.os 

0.00 

ts* 

t* 

t.M 

0.* 

65 

10 

t.M 

0.7 

0.00 

0.01 

770 

** 

t.*3 

0.* 

111 

17 

t.TS 

O.S 

0.12 

o.to 

19103 

t**0 

t.*3 

0.* 

tit* 

*S* 

t.70 

0.* 

0.07» 

O.lt 

*0t 

77 

t.** 

0.* 

t9 

13 

t.70 

0.5 

0.0* 

0.07 

MM 

193 

t.*l 

0.* 

*0 

0 

2.51 

0.0 

-0.10 

-0.1* 

*93t 

*t* 

t.*3 

0«* 

300 

00 

t.TI 

0.* 

0.09 

0.1* 

**9* 

707 

t.*l 

0.* 

S21 

lit 

t.71 

O.S 

0.11 

0.17 

*003 

0** 
*3t 

2.** 

0.* 

091 

192 

t.*0 

0.* 

0.0* 

0.0* 

30*t 

t.*3 

0.* 

*ts 

93 

t.TI 

o.s 

0.07 

0.13 

9Mi  in 
oi*s 

*03*  SIS 


"3J 


***9  SO* 
1X10*  1330 
*SIO  001 


t.*l 
t.** 

t.*s 


t.*3 
t.*3 
t.M 


0«* 
0.* 
0«* 


0.* 
0«* 
0.* 


1199 
273 
*M 


2*1 
*2 
13* 


*30  120 
90S  197 
*M  ISO 


2.70 
2.00 
2.** 


2.71 
2«*9 
2.70 


0.* 
O.S 
0.* 


0.* 
0«* 
0.* 


0.09» 
0.1*» 
0.01 


0.00 
0.0* 
0.00 


0.1S 
0.20 
0.02 


0.13 
0.10 
0.1* 


niiin 


2  IB 
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Table  6-22 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HON  TO  ARRANGE  A  BUS*  TRAIN  OR  PLANE  TRIP  TO  60  OUT  OF  TOWN? 

tl'NOl  3* YES) 


ALL  SOPH0N0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

24400 

3204 

2.53 

0.7 

22179 

2727 

2.51 

0.7 

2221 

476 

2.61 

0.6 

0.09* 

0.13 

BEX! 

HALE 

11948 

1597 

2.57 

0.7 

10822 

\347 

2.56 

0.7 

1126 

250 

2.62 

0.6 

0.06 

0.09 

FEMALE 

12452 

1606 

2.49 

0.7 

11357 

1380 

2.47 

0.7 

1095 

226 

2.59 

0.7 

0.12* 

0.18 

BESS 

LOW 

5916 

758 

2.41 

0.7 

4998 

576 

2.38 

0.7 

918 

183 

2.52 

0.7 

0.15* 

0.20 

MZDOLE 

11556 

1555 

2.53 

0.7 

10672 

1358 

2.51 

0.7 

684 

198 

2.62 

0.6 

0.11* 

0.16 

HIGH 

6081 

780 

2.65 

0.6 

5845 

721 

2.64 

0.6 

236 

59 

2.83 

0.4 

0.20* 

0.33 

RACES 

WHITE 

17552 

2475 

2.53 

0.7 

16218 

2144 

2.51 

0.7 

1334 

332 

2.61 

0.7 

0.10* 

0.14 

BLACK 

3168 

401 

2.57 

0.7 

2803 

330 

2.56 

0.7 

365 

71 

2.63 

0.6 

0.07 

0.10 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

321 

34 

2.44 

0.7 

303 

31 

2.43 

0.7 

18 

2 

2.46 

0.7 

0.03 

0.04 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

242 

31 

2.39 

0.8 

191 

23 

2.37 

0.8 

51 

8 

2.45 

0.8 

0.08 

0.10 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1828 

137 

2.50 

0.7 

1568 

104 

2.48 

0.7 

260 

33 

2.55 

0.7 

0.07 

0.10 

PUERTO  RICAN 

322 

35 

2.51 

0.7 

257 

24 

2.48 

0.7 

65 

10 

2.61 

0.6 

0.13 

0.19 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

888 

82 

2.52 

0.7 

776 

65 

2.49 

0.7 

112 

17 

2.61 

0.6 

0.12 

0.18 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC 

21355 

2911 

2.52 

0.7 

19223 

2456 

2.51 

0.7 

2132 

455 

2.60 

0.7 

0.09* 

0.13 

PRIVATE 

716 

91 

2.69 

0.6 

687 

78 

2.66 

0.6 

29 

13 

2.81 

0.4 

0.15 

0.26 

CATHOLIC 

2329 

201 

2.54 

0.7 

2269 

193 

2.54 

0.7 

60 

8 

2.66 

0.5 

0.13 

0.19 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST 

5327 

706 

2.54 

0.7 

4948 

626 

2.53 

0.7 

379 

80 

2.66 

0.6 

0.14* 

0.21 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7043 

912 

2.47 

0.7 

6519 

800 

2.46 

0.7 

524 

112 

2.59 

0.6 

0.14* 

0.20 

SOUTH 

7728 

1060 

2.51 

0.7 

6834 

868 

2.50 

0.7 

894 

192 

2.54 

0.7 

0.04 

0.06 

WEST 

4302 

526 

2.65 

0.6 

3878 

434 

2.64 

0.6 

424 

93 

2.71 

0.6 

0.07 

0.11 

CURRICULUM* 

GENERAL 

10759 

1447 

2.52 

0.7 

9559 

1186 

2.50 

0.7 

1200 

261 

2.62 

0.6 

0.13* 

0.18 

ACADEMIC 

8462 

1042 

2.58 

0.6 

8188 

980 

2.57 

0.7 

274 

62 

2.72 

0.6 

0.15* 

0.23 

VOCATIONAL 

4717 

655 

2.48 

0.7 

4057 

518 

2.47 

0.7 

660 

137 

2.53 

0.7 

0.06 

0.09 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN 

5126 

637 

2.59 

0.6 

4495 

509 

2.56 

0.7 

631 

128 

2.69 

0.6 

0.12* 

0.19 

SUBURBAN 

12054 

1531 

2.56 

0.7 

11147 

1334 

2.55 

0.7 

907 

197 

2.62 

0.6 

0.07 

0.11 

RURAL 

7220 

1035 

2.44 

0.7 

6537 

884 

2.43 

0.7 

683 

151 

2.51 

0.7 

0.08 

0.11 

NOTES  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  6-23 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HOW  TO  APPLY  FOR  AN  OFFICE  JOB  IN  A  BIO  COMPANY? 
(l=NO;  3= YES) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20642 


9943 
10699 


4568 
10021 
5476 


15260 
2546 
276 
166 
1400 
234 
730 


17813 
653 
2176 


4681 
6136 
6336 
3489 


6710 
8673 
5145 


4101 
10330 
6211 


2647411 


1298598 
1348814 


548373 
1330693 
701853 


2099421 
312777 
29595 
21263 
94842 
22971 
63406 


2379287 
77077 
191047 


616063 
788296 
837339 
405713 


865977 
1079665 
687824 


483809 
1286552 
877050 


MEAN 

2.15 


2.22 
2.07 


2.05 
2.16 
2.20 


2.13 
2.25 
2.11 
2.17 
2.15 
2.10 
2.19 


2.15 
2.13 
2.08 


2.10 
2.12 
2.16 
2.25 


2.12 
2.16 
2.17 


2.19 
2.16 
2.10 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 

2.47 


2.46 
2.48 


2.41 
2.48 
2.49 


47 
51 
39 
29 
42 
41 
50 


2.47 
2.46 
2.45 


2.45 
2.45 
2.48 
2.51 


2.42 
2.47 
2.52 


2.50 
2.48 
2.44 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.* 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.3« 


0.2» 
0.4* 


0.4* 
0.3« 
0.3* 


0.3* 

0.3* 

0.3* 

0.1 

0.3* 

0.3* 

0.3* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.4* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.3* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.4* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.3* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.5 


0.4 

1.6 


0*5 
0.5 
0*5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.2 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
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Table  6-24 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HOW  TO  APPLY  FOR  AN  OFFICE  JOB  IN  A  BIG  COMPANY? 
(1=N05  3= YES) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  WHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX' 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SCS: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  PIC AN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 
,    NORTH  CENTRAL 

SOUTH 

WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1855 


932 
923 


784 
749 
182 


1129 
304 
12 
3d 
219 
57 
94 


1781 
26 
48 


332 
452 
730 
341 


1011 
216 
552 


504 
751 
600 


WEIGHTED 
N 


447565 


234502 
213063 


176159 
186852 
52683 


316873 
66231 
1959 
7076 
30224 
9027 
15796 


427088 
13884 
6593 


79181 
107547 
174537 

66300 


245348 
56743 
128513 


114638 
180635 
152292 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


MEAN 
2.28 


2.36 
2.19 


2.18 
2.32 
2.56 


2.25 
2.43 
2.56 
2.03 
2.27 
2.22 
2.26 


2.28 
2.23 
2.24 


2.33 
2.22 
2.29 
2.30 


2.23 
2.51 
2.27 


2.31 
2.32 
2.21 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
2.45 


2.46 
2.42 


2.35 
2.50 
2.66 


2.45 
2.51 
2.60 
2.17 
2.40 
2.40 
2.44 


2.46 
2.53 
2.17 


2.48 
2.36 
2.49 
2.48 


2.44 
2.64 
2.42 


2.51 
2.47 
2.40 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.5 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


0.1)1 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.1 


0.2* 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2 


0.2* 
0.3 
-0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 

0.1 

0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.4 
-0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
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Table  6-25 


00  YOU  KNOW  ROM  TO  PINO  OUT  ABOUT  DIFFERENT  KINDS  OF  JOBS? 
UbNOS  3=YE3I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1900  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20473 


9832 
10641 


4517 
9940 
5449 


15173 
2497 
272 
162 
1388 
232 
721 


17664 

*52 
2157 


4647 
6094 
6266 
3466 


6659 
8624 
5081 


4039 
10271 
6163 


2628537 


1286480 
1342057 


542875 
1320945 
699211 


2088137 
307569 
29377 
21143 
93861 
22936 
62500 


2362255 
76373 
189910 


612470 
783364 
829359 
403345 


860202 
1*74280 
680533 


478610 
1280099 
869829 


MEAN 
2.62 


2.67 
2.58 


2.62 
2.70 
2.s/ 
2.59 
2.54 
2.56 
2.62 


2.62 
2.65 
2.61 


2.62 
2.61 
2.64 
2.63 


2.61 
2.62 
2.64 


2.63 
2.63 
2.62 


S.O. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


2.58  0.6 
2.63  0.6 
2.65  0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


MEAN 

2.76 


2.77 
2.75 


2.74 
2.76 
2.78 


2.76 
2.81 
2.62 
2.60 
2.69 
2.66 
2.77 


2.76 
2.73 
2.75 


2.76 
2.76 
2.76 
2.76 


2.75 
2.77 
2.77 


2.75 
2.76 
2.76 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 
0.7 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1« 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 

0.2* 

0.1 

0.2* 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 
0.3 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.1 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 

0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
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Table  6-26 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HON  TO  FIND  OUT  ABOUT  DIFFERENT  KINDS  OF  JOBS? 
<l=NO;  3= YES  I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  WHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


NEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 

CXICAN-AMERICAN 
KJERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION** 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1832 


916 
916 


771 
746 
180 


1124 
291 
12 
35 
217 
58 
93 


1758 
25 
49 


332 
445 
721 
334 


1002 
2X5 
543 


500 
740 
592 


443122 


231841 
211281 


174X54 
185967 
523X8 


315472 
63415 
1959 
6480 
30454 
9X70 
15792 


422X98 
13577 
7346 


79830 
1056X4 
172695 

84983 


244406 
56527 
125629 


113854 
178X13 
151155 


MEAN 
2.71 


2.72 
2.70 


2.67 
2.72 
2.82 


2.72 
2.76 
2.54 
2.54 
2.65 
2.64 
2.73 


2.72 
2.75 
2.51 


2.74 
2.73 
2.69 
2.72 


2.73 
2.81 
2.67 


2.72 
2.71 
2.71 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.4 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.4 
0.8 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


MEAN 
2.79 


2.83 
2.74 


2.73 
2.81 
2.85 


2.8ft 
2.76 
2.81 
2.97 
2.76 
2.71 
2.73 


2.80 
2.55 
2.58 


2.82 
2.75 
2.79 
2.79 


2.79 
2.85 
2.76 


2.75 
2.82 
2.77 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.2 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.7 
0.7 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0  1* 


0.1* 
0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.2 
0.1 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.7 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.1 

0.1* 

0.0 


0.1* 
-0.0 
0.3 
0.4* 
0.1 
0.1 
-0.0 


0.1* 
-0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1* 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
-0.0 
0.5 
1.0 
0.2 
0.1 
-0.0 


0.2 
-0.3 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
O.Z 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
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Tables  6-27  and  6-28  present  self-reported  data  on  whether  they  know 
how  to  arrange  a  bus,  train,  or  plane  trip  to  go  out  of  town.    As  in  all 
previous  cases,  both  groups  gained  but  the  stayers  showed  the  biggest 
gains. 

Tables  6-29  and  6-30  apply  only  to  the  school  stayers.    Question  6-29 
asks  about  whether  they  know  how  to  choose  a  school  program  that  will  help 
them  in  college,  while  question  6-30  asks  if  they  know  how  to  apply  to  a 
college  for  admission.    There  were  slight  gains  on  both  questions  when 
going  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year.    The  gains,  although  slight, 
were  relatively  pervasive  "touching"  almost  all  demographic  groups. 

In  general,  the  biggest  gains  in  life  skills  for  both  school  stayers 
and  dropouts  tended  to  be  in  the  employment  knowledge  areas.    While  both 
groups  gained,  the  in-school  individuals  showed  greater  gains.     It  is 
also  interesting  to  note  that  the  biggest  differential  gain  in  favor  of 
the  school  stayers  was  in  a  "how  to"  employment  question.    This  is,  "do 
you  know  how  to  apply  for  an  office  job  in  a  big  company?"    A  question 
dealing  primarily  with  job  information  sources — Do  you  know  how  to  find 
out  about  different  kinds  of  jobs? — showed  smaller  and  less  differential 
gains  between  the  two  groups. 

While  the  dropouts  tended  to  report  higher  levels  of  knowledge  in 
both  the  employment  questions  and  the  travel  question  at  the  sophomore 
level,  the  greater  gains  exhibited  by  school  stayers  allowed  them  to 
catch  up  with  the  dropouts  by  their  senior  year. 


There  were  test  score  gains  between  1980  and  1982  for  both  the  student! 
who  remained  in  school  and  those  who  became  dropouts.    The  gains  for  dropoul 
were  less  than  for  the  students  who  stayed  in  school.    Students  who  became 
dropouts  gained  only  about  one-fifth  of  the  mathematics  knowledge  attained 
by  students  who  remained  in  high  school.     In  other  subject  areas,  dropouts 
gained  approximately  three-quarters  as  much  as  stayers.    Among  the  students 
who  stayed  in  school,  test  score  gains  were  greatest  in  most  cases  for  thos< 
in  the  academic  curriculum.    The  typical  sophomore  who  remained  in  school 
reported  grades  in  the  B-  range,  while  sophomores  who  later  became  dropouts 
reported  grades  in  the  "mostly  C"  area.     School  stayers  show  a  slight 
increase  in  self-reported  grades  between  their  sophomore  and  senior  years. 
The  biggest  gains  in  life  skills  for  both  dropouts  and  stayers  were  in  the 
employment  knowledge  areas. 


SUMMARY 


Table  6-27 


DO  YOU  KNOH  HON  TO  ARRANGE  A  BUS,  TRAIN  OR  PLANE  TRIP  TO  60  OUT  OF  TOWN? 

(1«N0S  3= YES) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LON 

HIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20570 


9661 
10669 


4541 
9962 
5474 


15235 
2515 
274 
162 
1394 
233 
727 


17744 
656 
2166 


4670 
6124 
6295 
3461 


6693 
8654 
5113 


4069 
10312 
6189 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2639669 


1292097 
1347771 


545646 
1326211 
701603 


2096522 
309406 
29503 
20900 
94449 
22977 
62974 


6371795 
77502 
190571 


615216 
786696 
832802 
405153 


864451 
1077546 
684295 


481767 
1284216 
873666 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1966  SENIORS 


MEAN 
6.51 


6.56 
2.47 


6.36 

2.51 
2.63 


2.51 
2.56 
2.43 
2.42 
2.46 
6.45 
6.49 


6.50 
2.66 
6.54 


2.52 
2.45 
2.50 
2.64 


2.48 
2.57 
2.47 


2.56 
2.55 
2.43 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
2.66 


2.71 
2.65 


2.56 
2.67 
2.79 


2.68 
2.70 
2.60 
2.54 
2.62 
2.52 
6.69 


6.67 
2.83 
2.72 


2.69 
2.66 
2.65 
2.77 


2.66 
2.73 
2.63 


2.71 
2.71 
2.62 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.4 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 


0.211 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 

0.1* 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.6* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.6 
0.3 
0.6 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.6 


0.3 
0.3 
0.6 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 
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Table  6-28 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HOW  TO  ARRANGE  A  BUS,  TRAIN  OR  PLANE  TRIP  TO  60  OUT  OF  TOWN? 

(1=N0;  3s YES 1 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  MHO  OROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 


1982  DROPOUTS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 

khite 

BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1835 


915 
920 


773 
181 


1124 
294 
12 
35 
216 
58 
94 


1762 
25 
48 


330 
447 
723 
335 


1004 
214 
543 


498 

742 
595 


445539 


231096 
212444 


174208 
185703 
52546 


315895 
63894 
1959 
6325 
29992 
9170 
15925 


422851 
13577 
7111 


79350 
105896 
173123 

85170 


244070 
56245 
126310 


113558 
176103 
151878 


MEAN 

2.62 


2.62 
2.61 


2.53 
2.64 
2.86 


2.62 
2.63 
2.52 
2.50 
2.58 
2.60 
2.66 


2.61 
2.84 
2.69 


2.66 
2.63 
2.54 
2.71 


2.63 
2.73 
2.54 


2.68 
2.66 
2.52 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
9.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.4 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.4 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 

ors 

0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


MEAN 
2.69 


2.71 
2.66 


2.60 
2.74 
2.87 


2.70 
2.63 
2.89 
2.57 
2.72 
2.55 
2.71 


2.69 
2.67 
2.95 


2.68 
2.70 
2.64 
2.78 


2.72 
2.82 
2.59 


2.70 
2.69 
2.68 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.4 


0.6 
0.7 
0.3 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.2 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.5 


0.6 
0.4 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 

S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1» 


0.1 
0.1 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.7 
0.6 
0.4 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.1 

0.1* 

0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.4 
0.1 
0.1 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.1« 
-0.2 
0.3» 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
O.Q 
0.2» 


0.1 
0.2 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.7 
0.1 
O.Z 
-0.1 
0*1 


0.1 
-0.3 
0.7 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
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Table  6-29 


DO  YOU  KNOW  HON  TO  CHOOSE  A  SCHOOL  PROGRAM  MHICH  MILL  HELP  YOU  IN  COLLEGE? 

<l=HO;  3*YESI 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  I960  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BUCK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20528 

2633512 

2.65 

0.6 

9869 

1289916 

2.63 

0.* 

XUD97 

2.67 

0.6 

■»5Z™ 

CA  Y4.  CA 

543654 

2*50 

0.7 

9959 

Ijll /Ul 

2*66 

0.6 

5469 

701291 

2.77 

0.5 

15201 

2091163 

2.66 

0.6 

2515 

309016 

2.67 

0.6 

274 

29503 

2.66 

0.6 

164 

21075 

2.49 

0.7 

1388 

93619 

2.46 

0.7 

233 

22977 

2.64 

0.6 

725 

63143 

2.60 

0.6 

17704 

2365771 

2.65 

0.6 

653 

77139 

2.68 

0.5 

2171 

190602 

2.67 

0.6 

4654 

613637 

2.65 

0.6 

6114 

785228 

2.64 

0.6 

6284 

830389 

2.64 

0.6 

3476 

404258 

2.69 

0.5 

6673 

861132 

2.56 

0.6 

8653 

1077091 

2.77 

0.5 

5094 

681907 

2.57 

0.7 

4064 

480710 

2.65 

0.6 

10286 

1280479 

2.68 

0.6 

6178 

872323 

2.61 

0.6 

MEAN 
2.69 


2.65 
2.74 


2.59 
2.69 
2.81 


2.70 
2.74 
2.65 
2.45 
2.51 
2.62 
2.66 


2.69 
2.75 
2.71 


71 
71 
67 
71 


,59 
,84 
.61 


2.69 
2.71 
2.67 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.4 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


WW  LED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.7 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.4 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0* 


0.0 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.0* 


0.0* 

0.1* 
-0.0 
-0.0 

0.0 
-0.0 

0.1 


0.0* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.0 


0.0* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 

0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 

0.1 
-0.0 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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Table*  6-30 


DO  YOU  KNOH  HOH  TO  APPLY  TO  A  COLLEGE  FOR  ADMISSION? 
( l=NO;  3= YES) 


L0N6ITVJ0IHAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

HIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN -AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20435 


9820 
10615 


4493 
9925 
5449 


15149 
2494 
274 
163 
1371 
230 
726 


17617 
655 
2163 


4643 
6087 
6251 
3454 


6642 
8634 
5053 


4035 
10244 
6156 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2622736 


1283707 
1339028 


540084 
1318787 
698379 


2084568 
306745 
29519 
20984 
91957 
22827 
63138 


2355655 
77084 
189997 


612397 
782142 
825825 
402372 


857822 
1074738 
677045 


477521 
1275890 
869325 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.92 


1.95 
1.88 


1.79 
1.91 
2.03 


1.90 
2.05 
2.04 
1.98 
1.86 
2.05 
1.95 


1.91 
2.07 
1.99 


1.95 
1.85 
1.94 
1.97 


1.85 
2.01 
1.85 


1.97 
1.93 
1.87 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
2.59 


2.54 
2.63 


2.35 
2.57 
2.82 


2.59 
2.62 
2.75 
2.34 
2.35 
2.49 
2.51 


2.56 
2.84 
2.82 


2.67 
2.57 
2.54 
2.58 


2.42 
2.88 
2.34 


2.59 
2.62 
2.53 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.4 


0.7 
0.6 
0.5 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.4 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.7* 


0.6* 
0.7* 


0.6* 
0.7* 
0.8* 


0.7* 
0.6* 
0.7* 
0.4* 
0.5* 
0.4* 
0.6* 


0.7* 
0.8* 
0.8* 


0.7* 
0.7* 
0.6* 
0.6* 


0.6* 
0.9* 
0.5* 


0.6* 
0.7* 
0.7* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

1.0 


0.9 
1.1 


0.8 
1.0 
1.4 


1-0 
0.9 
1.2 
0.5 
0.7 
0.6 
0.8 


1.0 
1.3 
1.4 


1.1 
1.1 
0.9 
0.9 


0*6 
1.6 
0.7 


0.9 
1.0 

1.0 
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Chapter  7 

CHANGES  IN  STUDENTS'  BEHAVIOR,  PLANS  AND  ATTITUDES 

In  this  chapter  we  describe  changes  between  1980  and  1982  in  the 
students'  behaviors,  aspirations,  values,  and  other  attitudes.  The 
chapter  focuses  on  those  students  who  remained  in  school.    Dropouts  are 
discussed  in  Chapter  8.    The  chapter  begins  with  a  discussion  of  school- 
related  behaviors.    This  is  followed  by  an  analysis  of  out-of-school 
behaviors,  including  TV  watching  and  participation  in  paid  work.  Next 
comes  a  discussion  of  educational  aspirations  and  post-high-school  plans. 
This  is  followed  by  a  section  covering  occupational  aspirations  and  other 
expectations.    The  final  section  of  the  chapter  covers  changes  in  life 
and  work  values,  self-esteem  and  locus  of  control,  and  other  attitudes. 

A.     SCHOOL-RELATED  BEHAVIORS 

This  section  covers  a  variety  of  student  behaviors  in  school.  They 
include  the  extent  to  which  students  are  absent,  tardy  or  cut  class;  the 
extent  to  which  students  have  disciplinary  problems  and  come  to  class  un- 
prepared to  work;  program  choice,  student  reports  of  course-taking  behavior; 
participation  in  extracurricular  activities;  and  the  amount  of  homework 
done . 

1 .  Attendance 

This  section  covers  absences,  cutting  classes,  suspension/  probation, 
and  tardiness. 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  and  1982  the  number  of  days  that 
year  that  they  were  absent  from  school  for  reasons  other  than  illness. 
(See  Table  7-1.)    The  scale  was  0  =  none,  1=1  or  2,  2=3  or  4,  3=5 
to  10,  4  =  11  to  15,  5  =  16  to  21,  and  6  =  21  or  more.     In  1980,  the  mean 
for  the  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  was  1.08,  or  less  than  two  days. 
In  1980  the  seniors  were  asked  the  same  question.    The  mean  of  1.43  is  a 
significant  increase  from  the  level  of  absences  for  those  same  students 
in  their  sophomore  year.    There  were  significant  increases  in  absences 
for  almost  all  groups  of  students.    There  were  comparatively  small 
differences  in  the  rates  of  absences  across  groups.    Low  SES  students  had 
initially  higher  absenteeism  than  high  SES  students  but  showed  less 
increase  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year.    Absenteeism  was  higher 
for  Hispanic  students  than  those  from  other  racial /ethnic  groups  and  for 
public  than  nonpublic  school  students.    Absenteeism  was  somewhat  lower 
for  students  in  the  academic  curriculum. 

Students  were  also  asked  if  they  e  er  cut  classes.     (See  Table  7-2.) 
In  1980,  24.2  percent  of  the  sophomores  who  were  to  remain  in  school  said 
that  this  statement  was  true  for  them.    By  1982,  39.1  percent  of  these 
students,  now  seniors,  indicated  that  they  cut  classes,  a  significant 
increase  of  14.9  percentage  points.    Cutting  classes  occurred  more  often 
among  males  than  females.    There  was  little  difference  across  SES  groups 
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Table  7-1 

LAST  FALL  ABOUT  HON  MANY  DAYS  HERE  YOU  ABSENT  FROM  SCHOOL  FOR  ANY  REASON*  NOT  COUNTING  ILLNESS? 

CO-NONE;  6=21  OR  MORE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION' 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21776 


10654 
11122 


4695 
10472 
5670 


1583* 
2840 
298 
190 
1562 
247 
765 


18866 
668 
2242 


4814 


6774 
3744 


7122 
8956 
5577 


4468 
10864 
6444 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2792389 


1389503 
1402887 


588972 
1389960 
726910 


2179721 
351955 
32692 
24174 
108180 
24462 
67297 


2518460 
78804 
195124 


635130 
825878 
897734 
433647 


917048 
1115007 
745484 


528545 
1356466 
907378 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.08 


1.11 
1.05 


1.25 
1.06 
0.96 


1.06 
1.09 
0.87 
1.49 
1.29 
1.38 
1.25 


1.11 
0.92 
0.75 


1.12 
1.02 
1.03 
1.25 


1.23 
0.87 
1.20 


1.15 
1.05 
1.08 


S.D. 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 


1.3 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.2 
1.1 
1.3 
1.3 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.0 
0.9 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 
1.3 


1  K 
1.0 

1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.1 


MEAN 
1.43 


1.47 
1.39 


1.51 
1.43 
1.37 


1.42 
1.38 
1.38 
1.92 
1.57 
1.64 
1.58 


1.47 
1.28 
1.06 


1.53 
1.31 
1.35 
1.69 


1.61 
1.23 
1.52 


1.46 
1.42 
1.44 


S.D. 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.5 
1.4 
1,3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.1 


1,3 
1.2 
1.2 
1.4 


1.3 
1.1 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.2 


1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.4 
1.4 
1.3 
1.3 


1.2 
1.1 
1.0 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.3 


1.3 
1.1 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.2 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.4* 


0.4* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.4* 
0.4* 


0.4* 

0.3* 

0.5* 

0.4 

0.3* 

0.3 

0.3* 


0.4* 
0.4* 
0.3* 


0.4* 
0.3* 
0.3* 
0.4* 


0.4* 
0.4* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.4* 
0.4* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.2 
0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 
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Table  7-2 


EVERY  ONCE  IN  A  NNILE  I  CUT  A  CLASS 
C PERCENT  TRUE} 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19961 


9529 
10432 


4344 
9767 
5369 


14912 
2363 
266 
155 
1315 
221 
701 


17205 
645 
2111 


4589 
5911 
6059 
3402 


6447 
8487 
4924 


3893 
10034 
6034 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2568542 


1250313 
1318229 


522548 
1300754 
689163 


2055585 
290356 
28774 
19640 
89294 
21218 
60811 


2304593 
75774 
188174 


607000 
762297 
801880 
397365 


834372 
1060207 
661028 


463214 
1252630 
852698 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

24.2 


25.9 
22.6 


23.3 
24.3 
24.0 


23.6 
25.2 
17.7 
35.8 
28.7 
30.9 
30.7 


25.4 
25.5 
9.3 


26.4 
22.1 
19.8 
33.8 


28.4 
18.5 
27.9 


29.1 
25.2 
20.1 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
39.1 


43.2 
35.2 


34.1 
39.1 
42.9 


39.9 
32.0 
39.2 
49.8 
40.9 
37.2 
40.9 


40.3 
46.1 
22.1 


39.4 
35.9 
34.9 
53.4 


45.6 
34.0 
39.1 


43.1 
39.9 
35.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

14. 9* 


17. 3* 
12. 6* 


10.8* 
14. 8* 
18. 9* 


16. 3* 
6.8)1 
21.5)1 
14.0 
12.2* 
6.3 
10.1)1 


14.9* 
20. 5* 
12.8)1 


13. 0» 
13.8* 
15.0* 
19.6* 


17.3* 
15.5* 
11.2* 


14.0* 
14.7* 
15.7* 
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in  the  sophomore  yeer  but,  by  the  senior  year,  high  SES  students  wsrs 
cutting  cltifii  more  often  than  low  8ES  students.    Students  in  Catholic 
schools  cut  classes  considerably  less  often  than  studsnts  in  other  types 
of  schools.    Academic  curriculum  students  also  cut  class  less  than  other 
students;  the  rate  of  cutting  increased  most  for  general  curriculum 
students.    Urban  students  cut  more  often  than  rural  students. 

Suspension  or  probation  also  affects  student  attendance.    (See  Table 
7-3.)  In  1980,  9.2  percent  of  the  sophomores  who  remained  in  school 
indicated  that  they  had  been  suspended  or  put  on  probation.    By  1982, 
12.3  percent  of  these  students  had  been  suspended  or  put  on  probation!  a 
significant  increase  of  3.1  percentage  points.    Males  were  much  more 
likely  than  females  to  have  been  suspended  or  placed  on  probation  (16.9 
percent  of  male  seniors  as  compare    to  7.9  percent  of  female  seniors). 
Suspension  rates  were  higher  for  U    SES  sophomores  than  other  students 
but  rose  more  rapidly  among  high  SES  students.  Whites  were  the  only 
racial/ethnic  group  to  show  a  significant  increase  in  suspension  and 
probation.    Although  sophomore  year  suspension  and  probation  rates  were 
higher  in  public  than  nonpublic  schools,  differences  by  school  type  had 
largely  vanished  by  the  senior  year.    Academic  curriculum  students 
showed  the  lowest  rate  of  suspensions  and  probation;  the  increase  was 
greatest  among  general  curriculum  students.    Urban  students  showed  higher 
rates  of  suspension  and  probation  as  sophomores,  but  differences  by 
community  type  essentially  vanished  by  the  senior  year. 

Finally,  the  students  were  asked  the  number  of  days  they  were  late 
to  school.    (See  Table  7-4.)    The  scale  used  was  the  same  as  for  the 
number  of  absences.    In  1980  the  mean  level  of  tardiness  for  sophomores 
who  remained  in  school  was  0.94,  or  less  than  one  day.    By  1982,  the 
tardiness  rate  was  1.33,  or  two  days,  a  significant  increase  in  the 
amount  of  tardinete  among  these  students.    Tardiness  occurred  more 
frequently  among  males,  high  SES  students,  students  in  non-Catholic 
private  schools,  and  general  curriculum  students. 

In  summary,  all  types  of  attendance  problems  increased  among  these 
students  between  1980  and  1982. 

2.    Problem  Behavior 

Three  questions  were  asked  to  determine  the  extent  of  student 
problem  behavior:    1)    whether  the  student  came  to  class  unprepared,  2) 
whether  the  student  had  disciplinary  problems,  and  3)  whether  the  student 
had  been  in  trouble  with  the  law. 

As  an  indicator  of  mild  forms  of  problem  behavior,  students  were 
asked  how  often  they  attended  class  without  books,  paper,  and  pencil. 
(See  Table  7-5.)  The  scale  ranged  from  1  -  usually  to  4  -  never.  In 
1980,  the  mean  for  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  was  3.30;  in  1982,  the 
mean  was  3.37.    This  change  indicates  a  significant  reduction  in  this  form 
of  uncooperative  behavior  by  students  between  their  sophomore  and  senior 
years.    The  change  was  found  primarily  among  females,  low  and  middle  SES 
students,  Mexican-Americans  and  Blacks,  and  public  school  students. 
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Table  7-3 


X  HAVE  MEN  SUSPENDED  OR  PUT  ON  PROBATION  ZN  SCHOOL 
( PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONG  ITU)  DM  t  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 


i 

HALE 
FEMALE 

I 

LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


RACE* 


SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

OEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM! 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 

N 


£0009 


9557 
10452 


4355 

9793 
5373 


17244 
645 
E1E0 


4593 
5930 
6075 
3411 


6465 
B501 
4942 


3912 
10044 
6053 


WEIGHTED 

N 


2573921 


1253172 
1320749 


523556 
1303357 
459506 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

9.2 


12.3 
6.3 


MUTE 

14936 

2056966 

BLACK 

2376 

291699 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

263 

26220 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

X57 

20157 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1322 

69703 

PUERTO  RICAM 

221 

21216 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

702 

60693 

2309623 
75641 
166656 


607466 

764767 
603604 
396042 


636747 
1061292 
663057 


465333 
1253435 
655153 


11.2 
9.6 
6.0 


6.1 
14.9 

6.6 
20.2 
12.4 

9.3 
12.6 


9.5 
7.5 
6.3 


9.5 
6.2 
10.4 
6.5 


10.9 
5.1 
13.4 


10.1 
6.6 
9.3 


1962  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
12.3 


16.9 
7.9 


13.1 
12.6 
10.3 


11.6 
15.2 
6.4 
16.0 
14.5 
11.9 
14.1 


12.4 
12.4 
11.6 


12.6 
11.9 
12.3 
12.6 


15.7 
7.7 
15.3 


11.9 
12.6 
12.1 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

3.1* 


4.6* 
1.1* 


1.9* 
3.0* 
4.3* 


3.7* 
0.3 
-C.4 
-4.2 
2.1 
2.5 
1.5 


2.9» 
4.9* 
5.3* 


3.1* 
3.7* 
2.0* 
4.1* 


4.6* 
2.6* 
1.6 


1.6 

3.6* 

2.6* 
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Table  7-4 


LAST  FALL  ABOUT  HON  MANY  OAYS  HERE  YOU  LATE  TO  SCHOOL? 
(0=NONE;  6=21  Of?  MORE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21863 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2802433 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
0.94 


S.D. 
1.2 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 

1.33 


S.D. 
1.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.4* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 


SES: 


MIDDLE 
HIGH 


10699 
11164 


4922 
10508 
5682 


1395127 
1407306 


591534 
1394602 
728664 


0.98 
0.90 


0.92 
0.91 
1.00 


1.2 
1.1 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.43 
1.22 


1.20 
1.30 
1.49 


1.4 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.4 


1.3 
1.2 


1.2 
1.3 
1.3 


0.4* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.4* 
0.5* 


0.3 
0.3 


O.E 
0.3 
0.4 


RACES 

WHITE  15899  2187663  0.86  1.1 

BLACK  2848  352672  1.19  1.3 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  300  32761  1.01  1.3 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  192  24480  1.24  1.3 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1567  108484  1.14  1.3 

PUERTO  RICAN  248  24619  1.05  1.3 

OTHER  HISPANIC  773  67847  1.19  1.3 


1.30 
1.36 
1.47 
1.59 
1.50 
1.28 
1.50 


1.4 
1.3 
1.5 
1.5 
1.4 
1.2 
1.4 


1.3 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.4 
1.3 
1.3 


0.4* 

0.2* 

0.5* 

0.4 

0.4* 

0.2 

0.3* 


0.3 
0.1 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


18946 
671 
2246 


2527790 
79228 
195416 


0.95 
1.17 
0.81 


1.2 
1.3 
1.1 


1.33 
1.57 
1.25 


1.4 
1.4 
1.3 


1.3 
1.4 
1.2 


0.4* 
0.4* 
0.4* 


0.3 
0.3 
0.4 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


4827 
6476 
6798 
3762 


636308 
829576 
900901 
435647 


0.96 
0.83 
0.86 
1.31 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 
1.4 


1.42 
1.18 
1.19 
1.74 


1.4 
1.3 
1.3 
1.5 


1.3 
1.2 
1.2 
1.4 


0.5* 
0.4* 
0.3* 
0.4* 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7152 
8972 
5611 


920036 
1117474 
749324 


1.01 
0.87 
0.97 


1.2 
1.* 
1.2 


1.43 
1.27 
1.29 


1.4 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


0.4* 
0.4* 
0.3* 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4492 
10901 
6470 


530709 
1360461 
911263 


1.15 
0.99 
0.75 


1.3 
1.2 
1.1 


1.45 
1.42 
1.11 


1.4 
1.4 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


0.3* 
0.4* 
0.4* 


O.l 

0.3 
0.3 
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Table  7-5 


HOH  OFTEN  DO  YOU  COME  TO  CLASS  AND  FIND  YOURSELF  WITHOUT  BOOKS*  PENCIL  OR  PAPER? 

UNUSUALLY;  4-NEVER) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LON 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


21157 


10273 
10884 


4703 
10192 
5572 


15508 
2681 
291 
180 

1474 
2*2 
746 


18294 
660 
2203 


4737 
6313 
6513 
3594 


6878 
8793 
5365 


4313 
10554 
6290 


2711418 


1339147 
1372271 


565797 
1352603 
712746 


2131975 
330831 
31696 
22925 
101587 
23894 
64649 


2443053 
77012 
191354 


625137 
808863 
861022 
416395 


885752 
1093810 
717103 


510484 
1314134 
886799 


MEAN 
3.30 


3.21 
3.39 


3.28 
3.31 
3.33 


3.32 
3.24 
3.33 
3.04 
3.20 
3.33 
3.22 


3.30 
3.28 
3.32 


3.29 
3.33 
3.30 
3.28 


3.25 
3.38 
3.25 


3.31 
3.30 
3.32 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
3.37 


3.24 
3.49 


3.39 
3.37 
3.36 


3.37 
3.38 
3.38 
3.24 
3.37 
3.38 
3.32 


3.37 
3.31 
3.36 


3.33 
3.40 
3.37 
3.37 


3.31 
3.43 
3.35 


3.41 
3.36 
3.36 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.7 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.7 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.0 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.0 
0.2 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 


0.0* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2* 

0.0 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.0 


0.0 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0* 


0.2 
0-1  I 
0.1  i 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


233 


ERIC 


-212- 


As  another  indicator  of  mild  problem  behavior!  students  were  asked 
how  often  they  attended  class  with  their  homework  not  done.     (See  Table 
7-6.)    The  scale  was  the  same  as  for  the  preceding  question.    In  1980  the 
mean  for  sophomores  who  remained  in  school  was  2.91,  or  seldom.    By  1982 
this  had  risen  to  2.97,  a  small  but  significant  improvement.    Males  were 
more  likely  to  come  to  class  without  their  homework  done  than  were  females. 
Students  in  the  academic  curriculum  were  less  likely  not  to  have  done 
their  homework  than  students  in  other  curricula,  but  showed  no  change  in 
this  behavior  between  1980  and  1982. 

To  determine  if  students  were  involved  in  other,  more  serious  forms 
of  misbehavior,  the  question,  "I  have  had  disciplinary  problems  in  school 
during  the  last  year,"  was  asked.    As  can  be  seen  in  Table  7-7,  15.2  per- 
cent of  the  sophomores  but  only  12.7  percent  of  the  seniors  indicated  that 
this  statement  was  true  for  them,  a  significant  decrease  of  2.6  percentage 
points.    Males  had  more  disciplinary  problems  than  females;  low  SES  stu- 
dents more  than  high  SES  students;  Blacks,  American  Indians,  and  Hispanics 
more  than  Whites  or  Asian  Americans;  and  students  in  the  general  and 
vocational  curricula  more  than  students  in  the  academic  curriculum. 

Finally,  students  were  asked  if  they  had  been  in  serious  trouble 
with  the  law.    As  can  be  seen  in  Table  7-8,  3.9  percent  of  the  students 
indicated  that  this  was  true  in  their  sophomore  year, and  3.6  percent 
indicated  that  it  was  true  in  their  senior  year.    This  change  is  not 
significant.    Males,  American  Indians,  and  students  in  nonacademic  curri- 
cula were  especially  prone  to  problems  with  the  law. 

In  summary,  the  frequency  of  both  mild  behavior  problems  and  more 
serious  disciplinary  problems  decreased  for  these  students  between  their 
sophomore  and  senior  years.    There  was,  however,  no  change  in  the  per- 
centage of  students  having  serious  trouble  with  the  law. 

3.    Program  Choice 

The  students  were  asked  if  they  had  chosen  the  program  they  were  in 
or  were  assigned  tj  it.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  7-9.    As  can  be 
seen,  in  1980  68.9  percent  of  the  sophomores  indicated  that  they  had 
chosen  their  program;  by  1982  only  60.3  percent  of  the  seniors  indicated 
that  they  had  chosen  their  program.    This  decline,  totaling  8.6  percentage 
points  across  all  groups  of  students,  is  most  pronounced  for  students  in 
the  general  curriculum.    In  1980,  64.5  percent  of  the  students  who  were 
in  the  general  curriculum  as  seniors  indicated  that  they  chose  their 
current  curriculum;  in  1982,  only  46.3  percent  of  the  seniors  in  the 
general  curriculum  said  that  they  had  chosen  it.    There  was  also  a 
decline  between  1980  and  1982  in  the  percentage  of  students  saying  they 
had  chosen  the  academic  curriculum.    However,  there  was  an  increase  in 
the  proportion  of  students  choosing  the  vocational  curriculum. 

These  results  suggest  that  between  1980  and  1982  a  large  number  of 
students  who  initially  chose  to  be  in  the  general  curriculum  became 


Table  7-6 


HOW  OFTEN  DO  YOU  COME  TO  CLASS  AND  FIND  YOURSELF  WITHOUT  YOUR  HOMEWORK  DONE? 

ci=usually;  4»never) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


21357 


10391 
10966 


4769 
10268 
5593 


15616 
2733 
289 
183 
1500 
246 
754 


18478 
663 
2216 


4766 
6347 
6600 
3624 


6951 
8839 
5443 


4356 
10652 
6349 


2736381 


1353969 
1362412 


573282 
1364739 
715757 


2146720 
337728 
31479 
23333 
103340 
24433 
65439 


2466817 
77207 
192357 


630509 
813347 
873015 
419510 


895324 
1099255 
726731 


515148 
1326707 
894525 


MEAN 
2.91 


2.82 
3.00 


2.86 
2.90 
2.97 


2.92 
2.90 
3.05 
2.77 
2.78 
2.94 
2.85 


2.90 
2.98 
3.03 


2.94 
2.91 
2.91 
2.87 


2.83 
3.03 
2.84 


2.91 
2.92 
2.91 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


MEAN 

2.97 


2.85 
3.09 


3.00 
2.96 
2.97 


2.96 
3.03 
2.99 
2.89 
2.98 
2.98 
2.92 


2.97 
2.88 
3.00 


2.96 
2.97 
2.98 
2.95 


2.91 
3.02 
2.98 


2.98 
2.96 
2.97 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.0 
0.1* 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 


0.0* 
0.1* 
-0.1 
0.1 
0.2* 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1* 
-0.1 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
-0.0 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.0 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.2 
-0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
-0.2 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
-0.0 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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Table  7-7 


I  HAVE  HAD  DISCIPLINARY  PROBLEMS  IN  SCHOOL  DUPING  THE  UST  YEAR 

( PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

WES: 
LON 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
HHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20017 


9561 
10456 


4357 
9797 
5376 


14932 
2366 
265 
159 
1324 
220 
703 


17249 
645 
2123 


4591 
5929 
6081 
3416 


6461 
6512 
4941 


3913 
10050 
6054 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2574434 


1253726 
1320708 


523064 
1304790 
690051 


2056145 
292924 
28468 
20235 
89575 
21166 
60936 


2309823 
75792 
168619 


607408 
764636 
803914 
398476 


836378 
1062694 
662427 


465561 
1253524 
855349 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

15.2 


19.0 
11.6 


20.1 
15.1 
10.9 


13.9 
21.1 
14.4 
25.3 
22.1 
22.7 
17.6 


15.4 
16.0 
13.3 


15.2 
14.6 
15.9 
15.2 


19.4 
9.1 
19.5 


15.3 
14.6 
16.1 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
12.7 


16.6 
8.9 


15.6 
12.3 
10.3 


11.3 
18.8 
14.0 
18.1 
17.5 
20.5 
15.4 


12.9 
11.9 
10.2 


12.0 
12.0 
13.6 
13.1 


16.2 
8.1 
15.4 


13.8 
12.0 
13.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-2.6* 


-2.4* 
-2.7* 


-4.5* 
-2.8* 
-0.6 


-2.6* 

-2.3 

-0.4 

-7.2 

-4.6* 

-2.2 

-2.3 


-2.5* 

-4.1 

-3.2* 


-3.1* 
-2.7* 
-2.3* 
-2.0 


-3.3* 

-0.9 

-4.2* 


-1.5 

-2.6* 

-3.1* 
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Table  7-8 


I  HAVE  BEEN  IN  SERIOUS  TROUBLE  Him  THE  UN 
C PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

N 

N 

TOTAL 

19504 

2509994 

SEX: 

MALE 

9219 

1209359 

FENALE 

1  A9AR 

1  1 A  AX  1A 

13006 34 

SES: 

LOU 

4191 

504676 

NIDOLE 

9567 

1274564 

HIGH 

DcOO 

6 7 75 uo 

RACE: 

NHITE 

14679 

2020774 

BLACK 

2245 

274024 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

252 

27203 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

151 

19480 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1244 

85100 

PUERTO  RICAN 

217 

21065 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

687 

59337 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

16784 

2250470 

PRIVATE 

638 

74702 

CATHOLIC 

2082 

184822 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4572 

604269 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5841 

754095 

SOUTH 

5804 

764783 

NEST 

3287 

386847 

CURRICULUM: 

toSNERAL 

6285 

812967 

ACADEMIC 

8345 

1042999 

VOCATIONAL 

4777 

642046 

CC^MUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3799 

452627 

SUBURBAN 

9803 

1220937 

RURAL 

5902 

836430 

1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

3.9 


6.3 
1.7 


4.0 
3.9 
3.5 


3.8 
4.0 
4.2 
11.7 
3.7 
6.9 
4.9 


4.0 
5.0 
2.8 


3.8 
4.2 
3.5 
4.3 


5.1 
2.0 
5.4 


3.4 
3.9 
4.2 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
3.6 


6.1 
1.3 


3.7 
3.7 
3.2 


3.7 
2.8 
1.8 
9.3 
3.6 
4.5 
4.0 


3.7 
2.7 
2.3 


3.2 
4.1 
3.1 
4.1 


4.8 
2.0 
4.6 


2.9 
3.6 
4.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-0.3 


-0.2 
-0.4 


-0.3 
-0.2 
-0.3 


-0. 
-1. 
-2. 
-2, 
-0, 
-2. 
-0, 


-0.2 
-2.4 
-0.5 


-0.6 
-0.0 
-0.4 
-0.1 


-0.4 
0.0 
-0.7 


-0.5 
-0.2 
-0.3 
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Table  7-9 


HERE  YOU  ASSIGNED  TO  THE  PROGRAM  YOU  ARE  NOW  IN,  OR  DID  YOU  CHOOSE  IT  YOURSELF? 

( PERCENT  "CHOSE  IT  MYSELF") 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LON 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21277 


10392 
10685 


4759 
10245 
5555 


15527 
2762 
280 
186 
1483 
245 
758 


18425 
655 
2197 


4755 
6328 
6588 
3606 


6890 
8798 
5484 


4349 
10613 
6315 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2728584 


1355079 
1373505 


573626 
li59366 
710894 


2136478 
341303 
30350 
23507 
103117 
24038 
65882 


2460984 
77749 
189852 


626953 
810992 
873335 
417305 


888068 
1094261 
733288 


515436 
1320902 
892246 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

68.9 


68.2 
69.6 


63.9 
70.3 
71.8 


72.1 
54.7 
71.0 
58.9 
60.5 
61.4 
60.7 


70.6 
58.0 
52.1 


72.4 
68.9 
65.3 
71.3 


64.5 
72.8 
68.7 


66.2 
70.5 
68.2 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
60.3 


60.4 
60.3 


56.3 
61.9 
61.8 


63.3 
47.3 
55.9 
59.1 
52.2 
57.0 
48.6 


60.7 
60.8 
55.3 


63.3 
62.9 
57.4 
57.3 


46.3 
64.5 
71.6 


58.4 
60.8 
60.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-8.6* 


-7.9* 
-9.3* 


-7.6* 
-8.4* 
-10.0* 


-8.8* 
-7.4* 

-15.1* 
0.1 
-8.3* 
-4.4 

-12.1* 


-9.9* 
2.8 
3.2 


-9.2* 
-6.0* 
-7.9* 
-14.1* 


-18.2* 
-8.3* 
2.9* 


-7.7* 
-9.7* 
-7.4* 
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dissatisfied  with  it  and  transferred  out  of  it  and  into  other  curricula 
leaving  the  general  curriculum  as  the  only  place  where  the  majority  of 
seniors  said  they  were  placed  by  assignment  rather  than  by  choice. 

4.    Course-Taking  Behavior 

In  1982,  as  seniors,  the  students  were  asked  a  number  of  questions 
about  their  course-taking  behavior.    These  responses  can,  in  some  but  not 
all  cases,  be  compared  to  the  course-taking  behavior  derived  from  the 
transcript  analysis.    (See  Chapter  5  for  transcript  data.) 

Large  percentages  of  the  students  indicated  that  they  had  taken  a 
remedial  course  or  program— 44.3  percent  said  they  had  been  in  remedial 
English,  find  40.1  percent  said  they  had  been  in  remedial  mathematics. 
(See  Tables  7-10  and  7-11.)    The  comparable  percentages  based  on  the 
transcript  analysis  are  13.5  percent  of  students  taking  remedial  English 
and  15.8  percent  of  students  taking  basic  skills  mathematics. 

Large  percentages  also  indicated  that  they  had  taken  advanced  or 
honors  programs--35.3  percent  said  they  had  taken  advanced  English,  and 
32.8  percent  said  they  had  taken  advanced  mathematics.     (See  Tables  7-12 
and  7-13.)    The  comparable  percentages  from  the  transcript  analysis  are 
13.3  percent  taking  advanced  English  and  43.7  percent  taking  advanced 
mathematics.     (It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  in  the  transcript 
analysis  the  term  advanced  mathematics  was  used  to  indicate  mathematics 
beyond  Algebra  I  and  Geometry  I  rather  than  honors  or  Advanced  Placement 
mathematics  courses) • 

The  students  were  asked  as  sophomores  and  again  as  seniors  how  much 

course  work  they  had  taken  in  a  variety  of  areas.    These  results  are 

summarized  in  Table  7-14.  Detailed  tables  on  self-reported  course  taking 
are  included  in  Appendix  E. 

As  can  be  seen,  the  students  took  more  courses  in  English  (3.6) 
between  1980  and  1982  than  in  any  other  subject  area.     History  and  social 
studies  came  next  (3.0),  followed  by  mathematics  (2.1)  and  science  (1.7). 
The  number  of  courses  taken  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years 
should,  of  course,  be  directly  related  to  growth  on  the  HS&B  achievement 
tests.    We  would  expect  greater  growth  in  those  areas  with  the  greatest 
1980-1982  differences  and  less  growth  in  areas  where  much  of  the  learning 
preceded  the  sophomore  test,  such  as  science,  when  the  typical  student 
took  more  work  prior  to  the  1980  test  than  between  the  1980  and  the  1982 
test. 
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Table  7-10 


HAVT  YOU  EVER  BEEN  IN  A  REMEDIAL  ENGLISH  COURSE  OR  PROGRAM  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

( PERCENT  YES) 


1962  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
H 


WEIGHTED 
H 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


23709 


2740441 


44.3 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 


117X5 
11994 


1366166 

1372253 


47.3 
41.3 


SES: 


LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4664 
10447 
5646 


524104 
1245929 
652596 


55.1 
47.5 
32.5 


RACE: 

WHITE  17030  2129153 

£'«-ACK  3125  339211 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  343  35391 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  211  24334 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1730  106865 

PUERTO  RICAN  301  26159 

OTHER  HISPANIC  661  69679 


43.2 
46.4 
37.6 
62.2 
50.0 
53.0 
44.6 


,1 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


20643 
750 
2316 


2465556 
60577 
194307 


44.6 
43.3 
36.5 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5471  655624 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6901  797544 

SOUTH  7134  646500 

WEST  4203  438573 


37.5 
49.6 
45.2 
43.0 


CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7637 
9547 
6lA 


906703 
1075830 
741627 


54.6 
29.0 
53.8 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


5065 
11834 
6810 


537456 
1342806 
660179 


44.1 
42.6 
47.3 
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Table  7-11 


HAVE  YOU  EVER  BEEN  IN  A  REMEDIAL  MATHEMATICS  COURSE  OR  PROGRAM  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

(PERCENT  YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


23680 


11693 
11987 


4879 
10432 
5639 


17013 
3121 
343 
210 
1730 
301 
8?A 


20621 
749 
2310 


5475 
6885 
7124 
4196 


7815 
9541 
6180 


5065 
11812 
6803 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2736662 


1365109 
1371553 


524086 
1243995 
651554 


2127007 
338561 
35391 
24214 
106679 
26124 
69235 


2462393 
80401 
193867 


656199 
795683 
847229 
437551 


904165 
1074435 
742189 


537136 
1340411 
859115 


PERCENT 
40.1 


42.4 
37.8 


51.4 
42.6 
28.9 


37.8 
48.6 
34.5 
55.2 
48.9 
52.9 
47.5 


40.4 
40.1 
35.9 


36.2 
43.0 
40.5 
39.8 


49.6 
25.4 
49.6 


41.5 
38.2 
42.2 
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Table  7-12 


HAVE  YOU  EVER  BEEN  IN  AN  ADVANCED  OR  HONORS  PROGRAM  IN  ENGLISH  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

( PERCENT  YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


23675 


2736156 


35.3 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


11692 
11983 


1365247 
1370909 


31.8 
38.9 


SES: 


LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4678 
10427 
5647 


524100 
1242680 
652549 


27.5 
35.0 
47.8 


RACE: 

WHITE  17015  2126829 

BLACK  3119  338393 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  343  35342 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  211  24333 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1727  106544 

PUERTO  RICAN  299  25984 

OTHER  HISPANIC  873  6  9269 


36.0 
33.8 
44.5 
31.1 
27.9 
33.9 
31.4 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


20611 
751 
2313 


2461401 
80914 
193840 


34.8 
39.1 
40.7 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5471  655918 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6887  795904 

SOUTH  7124  846628 

NEST  4193  437706 


34.8 
35.3 
34.2 
38.4 


CURRICULUM* 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7805 
9557 
6168 


903439 
1076693 
740028 


23.4 
53.3 
23.9 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


5063 
11806 
6806 


536529 
1340168 
859459 


37.0 
35.9 
33.5 
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Table  7-13 

HAVE  YOU  EVER  BEEN  IN  AN  ADVANCED  OR  HONORS  PROGRAM  IN  MATHEMATICS  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

f PERCENT  YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LDH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
HHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GE06RAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23659 


11682 
11977 


4868 
10419 
5652 


17007 
3117 
344 
210 
1723 
296 
673 


20592 
751 
2316 


5469 
6880 
7116 
4194 


7799 
9551 
6164 


5049 
11809 
6801 


2734190 


1363704 
1370486 


523316 
1241878 
652758 


2125456 
338057 
35479 
24302 
106332 
25649 
69297 


2459258 
80738 
194193 


655528 
795071 
845916 
437674 


902944 
1075476 
739774 


535260 
1340085 
858844 


32.8 


33.9 
31.6 


26.2 
32.8 
43.8 


33.7 
29.7 
48.5 
28.4 
25.6 
23.4 
28.2 


31.7 
40.0 
43.0 


32.5 
34.0 
31.7 
33.1 


21.6 
50.0 
21.5 


32.0 
33.7 
31.9 
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Table  7-14 

Students*  Reports  of  Mean  Amount  of 
Course  Work  by  Subject,  1980  and  1982 

Scale:  0  ■  none,  3  ■  more  than  1  year  (sophomores),  7  ■  more 
than  3  years  (seniors) 

Difference 


1980 
Sophomores 

1982 
Seniors 

(Number  of 
Courses  Taken) 

English  or  literature 

i 

2.23 

5.84 

3.6* 

History  or  social  science 

1.59 

4.59 

3.0* 

Mathematics 

2. OA 

4.18 

2.1* 

Science 

1.81 

3.47 

1.7* 

Spanish 

0.54 

0.96 

0.4* 

French 

0.32 

0.61 

0.3* 

German  x 

0.11 

0.18 

0.1* 

Business,  office  or  salea 

0.65 

2.14 

\.5* 

Technical 

0.25 

0.70 

0.4* 

Trade  and  industry 

0.32 

0.99 

0.7* 

Other  vocational  courses 

0.59 

1.24 

0.6* 

♦Significant  increase 
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Table  7-15 

Number  of  Courses  Taken  in  Various  Subjects 
Between  1980  and  1982  by  Curriculum 


ffnnl  i  ah    Ai*     1  i  ^AVfl^iiVA 

bugiiDii  ur  literature 

Academic 
1  ft 

General 

Vocational 

niabui jr   wt   ouwiai  BCicuce 

Jib 

n 

J  •  V 

9  ft 

2.9 

i  7 

X.  s  r 

1  S 

Science 

2.5 

1.3 

0.9 

Spanish 

0.7 

0.3 

0.1 

French 

0.5 

0.2 

0.1 

German 

0.2 

0.0 

0.0 

Business,  office  or  sales 

1.3 

1.5 

1.9 

Technical 

0.3 

0.4 

0.7 

Trade  and  industry 

0.3 

0.7 

1.2 

Other  vocational  courses 

0.4 

0.7 

1.0 

Total 

16.1 

13.3 

13.6 
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Table  7-15  summarizes,  by  curriculum,  the  number  of  courses  taken  by 
students  between  1980  and  1982.    As  can  be  seen,  academic  curriculum 
students  took  more  courses  in  the  new  basics  than  did  general  or  vocational 
curriculum  students.    This  corresponds  to  the  findings  in  the  transcript 
analysis.     It  was  somewhat  surprising  to  discover  that  academic  curriculum 
students  also  took  2.3  courses  in  vocational  areas.    General  curriculum 
students  took  3.3  courses  in  vocational  areas  while  vocational  students 
took  4.8  vocational  courses.    Between  1980  and  1982  academic  curriculum 
students  took  a  total  of  16.01  courses  in  the  new  basics  and  vocational 
areas,  while  general  curriculum  students  took  13.3  such  courses  and 
vocational  students  took  13.6  such  courses. 

The  students  were  also  asked  questions  about  specific  courses  which 
are  also  included  in  the  transcript  analysis.    These  include  Algebra  I, 
Geometry,  Biology,  Chemistry,  Physics  and  Computer  Programming.  The 
student  questionnaire  results  and  comparable  figures  from  the  transcript 
analysis  are  shown  in  Table  7-16.     (Detailed  tables  are  included  in 
Appendix  E. ) 

Table  7-16 

Percentage  of  Students  Taking  Selected  Courses 


Student 

Reported 

Algebra  I 

78.2 

Geometry 

55.5 

Biology 

79.3 

Chemistry 

37.9 

Physics 

20.9 

Computer 

18.8 

Programming 


Transcript 
Analysis 

65.9  (Does  not  include  Pre-Algebra) 

47.6  (Does  not  include  Pre-Geometry) 

78.7  (Includes  both  functional 

Biology  and  Biology  I) 

32.8  (Includes  both  functional 

Chemistry  and  Chemistry  I) 

15.5  (Includes  both  functional 
Physics  and  Physics  I) 

5.5 


Some  of  the  differences  between  student  reports  and  the  transcripts 
are  due  to  the  fact  that  the  transcript  analysis  includes  grades  9-12, 
but  the  questionnaire  includes  only  grades  10-12.    The  differences  may 
also  be  attributed  to  the  ways  in  which  the  courses  were  grouped  in  the 
transcript  analysis.    Other  differences  may  be  caused  by  student  confusion 
about  the  exact  meaning  of  advanced  or  remedial  courses.  Nevertheless, 
it  appears  as  if  student  reports  of  course-taking  behavior  tend  to  inflate 
actual  course-taking  as  determined  from  the  transcripts. 

Students  were  also  asked  about  two  types  of  special  courses  or  pro- 
grams:   1)  those  that  involved  learning  activities  outside  of  school,  such 
as  on-the-job  training,  practica,  and  internships;  and  2)  bilingual  or 
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Table  7-17 


HON  rWCH  OF  YOUR  SCHOOL  DAY  HAVE  YOU  SPENT  IN  PROGRAMS  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR? 

(l=NONEJ  5=M0RE  THAN  1/2  DAY) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESi 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HI6H 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23577 


11636 
119*1 


4841 
10405 
5617 


16948 
3121 
332 
209 
1703 
299 
874 


20506 
754 
2317 


5500 
6862 
7100 
4115 


7752 
9503 
6179 


5027 
11744 
6806 


2724236 


1359096 
1365140 


520621 
1239555 
647717 


2116967 
338759 
34438 
23833 
105298 
25740 
69302 


2449284 
80720 
194232 


659007 
792243 
843399 
429587 


897430 
1069978 
741108 


531995 
1330902 
861339 


1.82 


1.78 
1.86 


1.88 
1.85 
1.69 


1.79 
1.97 
1.68 
2.21 
1.91 
1.67 
1.94 


1.84 
1.57 
1.61 


1.68 
1.78 
1.94 
1.86 


1.77 
1.60 
2.19 


1.83 
1.83 
1.79 


1.3 


1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.4 
1.1 
1.6 
1.3 
1.2 
1.4 


1.3 
1.0 
1.1 


1.2 
1.3 
1.4 
1.3 


1.3 
1.1 
1.5 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


247 


Table  7-18 


HAVE  YOU  EVER  BEEN  IN  A  BILINGUAL  OR  BICULTURAL  PROGRAM  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

f PERCENT  YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION : 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23608 


11656 
11952 


4664 
10401 
5631 


16971 
3103 
342 
210 
1724 
299 
870 


20555 
745 
2308 


5462 
6864 
7100 
4182 


7787 
9514 
6163 


5040 
11773 
6795 


2728576 


1361138 
1367437 


522575 
1240048 
650933 


2121743 
336752 
35225 
24216 
106134 
25984 
68904 


2454415 
80203 
193958 


654655 
793874 
844045 
436002 


901143 
1071816 
739652 


534064 
1336572 
857940 


17.8 


16.5 
19.0 


14.2 
17.2 
24.9 


17.8 
14.3 
22.8 
14.4 
22.2 
31.1 
21.6 


17.0 
16.9 
28.4 


20.6 
17.3 
14.5 
20.5 


12.9 
25.9 
12.0 


17.2 
19.8 
14.9 
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bicultural  programs.    The  typical  student  spent  comparatively  little  time 
in  out-of-school  learning  programs  (See  Table  7-17);  vocational  curriculum 
students  were  the  major  group  involved  in  this  type  of  learning.  Nearly 
eighteen  percent  (17.8)  of  all  seniors  indicated  that  they  had  been  in  a 
bilingual  or  bicultural  program.    (See  Table  7-18.) 

Students  who  indicated  that  English  was  not  their  first  language 
were  asked  a  series  of  questions  about  their  participation  in  special 
courses.    The  replies  are  summarized  in  Table  7-19,  below.     (See  Appendix 
E  for  detailed  tables.) 

Table  7-19 

Percentage  of  Students  Whose  First  Language  was 
Not  English  Taking  Special  Courses  in  Grades  10-12 

English  for  student's  from  non-English-  14. l 

speaking  backgrounds 

Reading  and  writing  in  student's  first  28.8 
language 

Other  subjects  taught  in  first  language  15.5 

Course  in  history  and  culture  of  ancestors'  30.3 
country  of  origin 

The  results  indicate  that  nearly  20  percent  of  all  students  took 
part  in  a  bilingual  or  bicultural  program  and  that  programs  teaching  the 
history  and  culture  of  one's  ancestor's  homeland  and  a  program  teaching 
reading  and  writing  in  the  student's  first  tongue  reached  about  30 
percent  of  all  students  whose  native  language  was  not  English. 

In  summary,  these  results  in  this  section  suggest  that  self-report 
information  on  course-taking  may  be  less  accurate  than  the  transcript  data. 

5.    Extracurricular  Activities 

Students  were  asked,  in  1980  and  1982,  if  they  participated  in  various 
extracurricular  school  activities  or  in  similar  activities  out-of-school. 
The  responses  are  summarized  in  Table  7-20.     (Other  questions  about  extra- 
curricular participation,  involving  student  government,  honorary  societies, 
and  newspaper  or  yearbook  participation  were  asked  only  in  the  senior 
year  and  are  not  included  here.)    The  cross-tabulation  tables  are  included 
in  Appendix  E. 

Students  who  remained  in  school  significantly  decreased  their 
participation  in  most  extracurricular  activities  between  their  sophomore 
and  senior  years.    The  exceptions  to  this  are:     1)  vocational  education 
clubs,  which  showed  an  increase  of  ten  percentage  points,  from  14.3 
percent  of  the  sophomores  to  24.3  percent  of  the  seniors,  and  2)  debate 
and  drama,  which  increased  by  2.8  percentage  points,  from  10.8  percent  of 
sophomores  to  13.6  percent  of  seniors.    The  largest  decline  was  in 
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subject  matter  clubs.    Athletics  was  the  most  popular  extracurricular 
activity  and  the  only  one  involving  a  majority  of  the  students. 

These  findings  suggest  that  students  may  become  less  involved  in 
extracurricular  activities  as  they  grow  older  and  spend  more  time  on  some 
of  the  kinds  of  out-of-school  activities  discussed  later  in  this  chapter. 

Table  7-20 

Percent  of  Students  Participating  in 
Extracurricular  Activities 


1980 

1982 

Difference 

Athletics 

57.2 

52.8 

-4.3* 

Church  Groups 

41.0 

37.6 

-3.4* 

Vocational  Ed  Clubs 

14.3 

24.3 

10.0* 

Subject  Matter  Clubs 

26.9 

20.9 

• 

-6.0* 

Community/Jr .  Achievement 

24.7 

20.8 

-3.9* 

Chorus/Dance 

22.9 

19.8 

-3.1* 

Hobby  Clubs 

20.7 

19.4 

-1.3* 

Band/Orchestra 

17.2 

14.8 

-2.4* 

Cheerleaders,  pop,  etc • 

15.0 

14.7 

-0.3* 

Debate/Drama 

10.8 

13.6 

2.8* 

^Significant  difference 

6  •  Homework 

The  final  school-related 

behavior  covered  in 

this  study 

is  the 

amount  of  homework  done  by  students. 

The  students 

were  asked 

the 

number  of  hours  of  homework  done  each 

week. 

The  results  are 

shown 

in 

Table  7-21.    The  scale  ranged 

from  0  ■ 

8  none 

to  5  = 

10  or  more 

hours 

of 

homework  per  week. 

In  1980  the  sophomores  had  a  mean  of  2.70,  or  between  three  and  four 
hours  of  homework  a  week.     In  1982  these  students,  as  seniors,  had  a  mean 
of  2.62,  indicating  a  small  but  statistically  significant  decline  in  the 
amount  of  homework  done.    The  decline  was  significant  for  males,  middle 
SES  students,  Whites,  public  school  students,  students  in  the  Northeast, 
students  in  the  general  and  vocational  curricula,  and  students  from 
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Table  7-21 


APPROXIMATELY  WHAT  IS  THE  AVERAGE  AMOUNT  OF  TIME  YOU  SPEND  ON  HOMEWORK  A  WEEK? 
(OsNONE;  5=MORE  THAN  10  HOURS  A  MEEK) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESS 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


10346 
10999 


4751 
10284 
5616 


15581 
2754 
296 
178 
1509 
244 
748 


18446 
663 
2236 


4744 
6339 
6605 
3657 


6950 
8895 
5384 


4368 
10670 
6307 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2735591 


1349431 
1386161 


570459 
1363336 
720363 


2143798 
340392 
32110 
22753 
103877 
24153 
64714 


2463006 
77878 
194708 


624874 
812599 
874164 
423954 


.,94518 
1107313 
719265 


516211 
1331242 
8*8136 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 

2.70 


2.49 
2.91 


2.41 
2.64 
3.09 


2.75 
2.54 
3.26 
2.40 
2.34 
2.50 
2.60 


2.64 
3.42 
3.27 


2.89 
2.71 
2.56 
2.73 


2.41 
3.16 
2.36 


2.67 
2.77 
2.62 


S.D. 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.2 
1.3 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.2 
1.3 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.2 


MEAN 

2.62 


2.37 
2.87 


2.40 
2.53 
3.01 


2.63 
2.65 
3.46 
2.26 
2.41 
2.36 
2.55 


2.56 
3.32 
3.20 


2.73 
2.67 
2.49 
2.66 


2.23 
3.20 
2.22 


2.68 
2.69 
2.49 


S.D. 
1.4 


1.4 
1.3 


1.3 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.3 
1.3 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.3 


1.4 
1.4 
1.3 
1.4 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


POOLED 
S.O. 

1.3 


1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.4 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.0 


-0.0 

-0.1* 

-0.1 


-0.1* 
0.1 
0.2 

-0.1 
0.1 

-0.1 

-0.0 


-0.1* 

-0.1 

-0.1 


-0.2* 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.2* 
0.0 
-0.1* 


0.0 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
0.1 
0.2 

-0.1 
0.0 

-0.1 

m 

$-0.1 

-o.i 

-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


-0.1 
0.0 
-0.1 


0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 
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suburban  and  rural  communities.    This  decline  may  represent  a  "senior 
slump"  as  students  who  have  finished  required  courses  take  less  demanding 
work,  or  it  may  reflect  increased  time  being  spent  on  other,  out-of-school 
activities.    The  nature  and  extent  of  these  out-of-school  activities  will 
be  explored  in  the  next  section. 

In  summary,  between  1980  and  1982  the  students'  school-related  be- 
haviors showed  several  significant  changes.    The  students  had  increased 
attendance  problems  but  fewer  disciplinary  problems.    They  were  more 
likely  as  seniors,  than  as  sophomores,  to  be  in  a  school  program  that 
they  did  not  choose*    The  students  reported  doing  less  homework  as  seniors 
than  they  had  as  sophomores* 


This  section  covers  the  students'  out-of-school  activities*  It 
begins  with  an  analysis  of  the  type  and  extent  of  any  paid  work  done  by 
the  students.    Next  TV  watching  is  examined.    The  next  section  covers 
other  activities,  such  as  reading,  dating,  and  talking  with  friends  and 
the  extent  of  leadership  activities.    The  final  two  sections  deal  with 
the  extent  to  which  parents  monitor  students'  out-of-school  activities 
and  with  peer  influences. 

1.    Paid  Work 

The  BS&B  students  were  asked  a  series  of  questions,  in  1980  an<ji 
again  in  1982,  about  paid  work.    These  included  whether  the  student  did 
such  work  at  the  time  of  the  survey  or  previously,  the  type  of  work  done, 
number  of  hours  spent,  the  wages  received,  how  earnings  were  spent,  the 
amount  of  training  received,  and  attitudes  about  work. 

In  1980,  41.5  percent  of  the  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  indicated 
that  they  had  worked  foi  pay  in  the  week  preceding  the  survey.    By  their 
senior  year,  in  1982,  64. C  percent  indicated  that  they  had  worked  during 
the  preceding  week.    (See  Table  7-22.)    This  increase  of  22.5  percentage 
points  was  significant  and  affected  every  group- 
Students  were  also  asked  the  most  recent  time  they  had  worked  for 
pay.    The  scale  extends  from  0  =  never,  to  1  =  before  last  summer,  to  6  = 
last  week.    As  can  be  seen  in  Table  7-23,  the  mean  for  sophomores  was 
3*75  (between  since  school  started  and  within  the  last  three  months).  By 
1982,  the  mean  for  seniors  was  4*22  (about  two  months  earlier).  The 
shift  in  recency  of  work  is  significant  and  affects  almost  every  group. 

The  type  of  paid  work  done  by  the  students  was  explored  next.  This 
is  summarized  in  Table  7-24*     (See  Appendix  E  for  the  detailed  tables  by 
classification  variables.)    As  can  be  seen,  in  1980  child  care  and  lawn 
work,  two  traditionally  low-paying  teenage  jobs,  were  the  most  common 
types  of  employment. 


B.    OUT-OF-SCHOOL  ACTIVITIES 


Table  7-22 


DID  YOU  DO  ANY  WORK  FOR  PAY  LAST  WEEK,  NOT  COUNTING  WORK  AROUND  THE  HOUSE? 

f PERCENT  YES) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
ION 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE  * 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
**THER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

t 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION? 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


COMMUNITY 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


TYPE: 


SAMPLE 

U 


21549 


10502 
11047 


4828 
10372 
5615 


15710 
2790 
292 
186 
1529 
244 
763 


10660 
667 
2222 


4794 
6401 
6699 
3655 


7030 
8879 
5511 


4399 
10731 
6419 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2762434 


1369716 
1392718 


580017 
1376919 
719109 


2161404 
345709 
31760 
23645 
105223 
24166 
66732 


2490413 
78755 
193266 


632393 
820047 
687499 
422496 


^05250 
1104*62 
736890 


519981 
1337398 
905056 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

41.5 


42.9 
40.2 


35.2 
43.2 
44.1 


44.6 
27.4 
28.3 
45.4 
35.6 
20.7 
38.7 


41.3 
39.8 
44.8 


43.2 
45.2 
36.2 
43.4 


41.4 
40.0 
43.8 


36.2 
43.2 
42.1 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
64.0 


65.8 
62.2 


58.1 
66.7 
64.5 


66.8 
51.1 
49.0 
56.1 
59.8 
51.1 
61.8 


64.1 
51.7 
68.0 


65.3 
66.8 
60.7 
63.6 


62.2 
62.1 
69.2 


61.9 
66.0 
62.3 


1982-1980 
(DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

22.5* 


23. 0* 
21.9* 


23.0* 
23.5* 
20.5* 


22.2* 

23.7* 

20.7* 

10.7 

24.1* 

30.4* 

23.0* 


22.7* 
11.9* 
23.1* 


22.2* 
21.6* 
24.5* 
20.2* 


20.7* 
22.1* 
25.4* 


25.6* 
22.8* 
20.1* 


In. 
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Table  7-23 


NHEN  MAS  THE  HOST  RECENT  TIME  YOU  WORKED  FOR  PAY,  NOT  COUNTING  WORK  AROUND  THE  HOUSE? 
CO=NEVER  WORKED  FOR  PAY;  1-BEFORE  LAST  SUMMER?  6=LAST  WEEK) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


10TAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESI 

LOW 
{:■  MIODLE 

HIGH 

RACE: 

\  WHITE 
BLACK 

!  ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 

[     OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION*. 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM* 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21653 


10578 
11075 


4857 
10420 
5652 


15806 
2793 
297 
189 
1532 
244 
757 


18755 
669 
2229 


4797 
6425 
6701 
3730 


7081 
8922 
5529 


4426 
10805 
6422 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2776795 


1380564 
1396231 


584331 
1383342 
725055 


2175136 
344825 
32299 
23981 
106164 
24005 
66589 


2503830 
78732 
194232 


632418 
822753 
888900 
432724 


911119 
1111477 
73*327 


522389 
1349806 
904600 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.75 


3.78 
3.72 


3.29 
3.87 
3.98 


3.99 
2.70 
2.69 
3.52- 
3.23 
2.26 
3.41 


3.74 
3.74 
3.90 


3.83 
4.02 
3.41 
3.83 


3.73 
3.79 
3.72 


3.3X 
3.89 
3.81 


S.O. 
2.2 


2.1 
2.3 


2.2 
2.2 
2.1 


2.2 
2.2 
2.2 


2.2 
2.1 
2.2 
2.2 


2.2 
2.2 
2.2 


2.3 
2.2 
2.1 


MEAN 
4.22 


4.33 
4.10 


3.71 
4.37 
4.41 


4.46 
3.15 
3.13 
3.5? 
3.69 
2.99 
3.91 


4.21 
3.81 
4.44 


4.31 
4.42 
3.97 
4.20 


4.12 
4.27 
4.26 


3.93 
4.37 
4.15 


S.D. 
2.4 


2.3 
2.4 


2.5 
2.3 
2.3 


2.3 
2.6 
2.6 
2.6 
2.5 
2.6 
2.4 


2.4 
2.5 
2.3 


2.3 
2.3 
2.5 
2.4 


2.4 
2.4 
2.4 


2*5 
2.3 
2.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

2.3 


2.2 
2.3 


2.4 
2.2 
2.2 


2.2 
2.4 
2.5 
2.4 
2.4 
2.3 
2.3 


2.3 
2.3 
2.3 


2.3 
2.2 
2.4 
2.3 


2.3 
2.3 
2.3 


2.4 
2.2 
2.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.5if 


0.6* 
0.4* 


0.4ft 
0.5ft 
0.4ft 


0.5ft 

0.5* 

0.4 

0.1 

0.5ft 

0.7* 

0.5» 


0.5ft 

0.1 

0.5ft 


0.5ft 
0.4ft 
0.6ft 
0.4* 


0.4ft 
0.5ft 
0.5ft 


0.6ft 
0.5ft 
0.3ft 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.0 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0,21 
0.2 

0.21 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
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Table  7-24 

Percent  of  Students  by  Type  of  Work 
in  Current  or  Most  Recent  Job 


1980 
Sophomores 

1982 
Seniors 

Difference 

Child  Care 

25.22 

8. 12 

-17. 10 

Lawn  Work 

11.26 

4.85 

-  6.41 

Farm  Work 

8.21 

4.47 

-  3.74 

Food  Service 

7.60 

18.31 

+10.71 

Other  Manual  Work 

6.87 

8.47 

+  1.60 

Clerk 

4.83 

19.12 

+14.29 

Skilled  Labor 

2.39 

4.13 

+  1.74 

Office 

2.00 

7.74 

+  5.74 

Factory 

1.34 

4.47 

+  3.13 

Health  Care 

0.82 

2.58 

+  1.76 

Other 

17.50 

10.79 

-  6.71 

Because  all  of  the  seniors  had  worked  for  pay  but  approximately  12 
percent  of  the  sophomores  had  never  worked  for  pay,  the  sophomore-to-senior 
comparisons  regarding  type  of  paid  work  are  not  entirely  comparable. 
By  1982,  when  these  students  were  seniors,  the  most  common  jobs  were  food 
service  and  clerical  work.    None  of  the  seniors  reported  that  they  had 
never  worked  for  pay. 

The  students  were  asked  next  about  the  number  of  hours  they  spent 
working  each  week.    The  results  are  shown  in  Tables  7-25.    The  scale 
extends  from  0  s  none  to  6  B  35  hours  or  more  per  week.    In  1980  the  mean 
number  of  hours  of  work  by  the  sophomores  was  2.43,  or  about  9  hours  per 
week.    By  1982  the  mean  had  risen  to  3.18,  or  about  16  hours  per  week. 
This  significant  increase  was  comparable  across  all  groups  of  students. 

Wage  information  is  presented  in  Table  7-26.    In  1980,  the  mean  wage 
was  $2.51  per  hour.    By  1982,  the  mean  wage  had  risen  to  $3.58  per  hour. 
This  increase  of  more  than  a  dollar  an  hour  is  highly  significant  and 
occurs  in  every  group.    The  increase  in  hourly  wages  probably  represents 
both  changes  in  the  type  of  work  done  and  inflation  during  this  period. 

The  students  were  also  asked  in  1982  how  they  used  the  money  they 
earned.    The  responses,  which  are  summarized  in  Table  7-27,  were  rated  on 
a  four-point  scale  ranging  from  0  ■  none  to  3  -  most.    More  detailed 
tables  by  classification  variables  can  be  found  in  Appendix  E. 
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Table  7-25 

HOW  MANY  HOURS  DO/DID  YOU  WORK  A  WEEK  ON  YOUR  CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB? 
(1=1-4  HOURS  PER  WEEK;  6=35  HOURS  OR  MORE  PER  WEEK  I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


14640 


7535 
7105 


2918 
7318 
3995 


11552 
1376 
144 
106 
877 
118 


12801 
407 
1432 


3284 
4707 
4150 
2499 


4721 
6026 
3815 


2626 
7553 
4461 


1926628 


999803 
926825 


359996 
992156 
524358 


1602559 
172169 
16467 
14251 
63484 
12067 
43524 


1735186 
53409 
138033 


452230 
612082 
559767 
302549 


620889 
773603 
522228 


324490 
968733 
633405 


MEAN 
2.43 


2.71 
2.13 


2.60 
2.45 
2.27 


2.39 
2.57 
2.04 
2.64 
2.89 
2.68 
2.58 


2.45 
2.35 
2.15 


2.30 
2.46 
2.53 
2.39 


2.55 
2.26 
2.54 


2.43 
2.35 
2.55 


S.D. 
1.5 


1.6 
1.4 


1.6 
1.5 
1.4 


1.5 
1.7 
1.3 
1.6 
1.7 
1.5 
1.5 


1.5 
1.6 
1.3 


1.5 
1.5 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
l.S 
1.6 


1.5 
1.5 
1.6 


MEAN 
3.18 


3.39 
2.96 


3.22 
3.23 
3.04 


3.18 
3.10 
2.98 
3.44 
3.40 
3.36 
3.19 


3.20 
3.02 
2.95 


3.13 
3.09 
3.34 
3.14 


3.27 
2.96 
3.40 


3.20 
3.18 
3.17 


S.D. 
1.4 


1.5 
1.3 


1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.6 
1.3 
1.6 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


1.5 
1.6 
1.2 


1.4 
1.4 
1.5 
1.4 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.4 
1.4 
1.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.5 


1.6 
1.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.8* 


0.7* 
0.8* 


1.6 
1.5 
1.4 


1.5 
1.6 
1.3 
1.6 
1.6 
1.5 
1.5 


1.5 
1.6 
1.3 


1.4 
1.4 
1.6 
1.5 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.5 
1.4 
1.6 


0.6* 
0.8* 
0.8* 


0.8* 
0.5* 
0.9* 
0.8* 
0.5* 
0.7* 
0.6* 


0.7* 
0.7* 
0.8* 


0.8* 
0.6* 
0.8* 
0.7* 


0.7* 
0.7* 
0.9* 


0.8* 
0.8* 
0.6* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.5 


0.4 
0.6 


0.4 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.3 
0.7 
0.5 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 


0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


1.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.4 


feu 
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Table  7-26 


HOW  rWCH  DO/DID  YOU  EARN  PER  HOUR  ON  YOUR  CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB? 
tl=LES3  THAN  $1.50  PER  HOUR;  8=*4.00  PER  HOUR  OR  MORE) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


5AF1PLE 

u 
li 

HEIGHT ED 
n 

1980  SOPKWORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

1982  SENIORS 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

TOTAL 

1AC99 

1914864 

2.51 

1.0 

3.58 

0.9 

SEX* 

MALE 

7409 

984953 

2.89 

0.8 

3.80 

0.9 

FEMALE 

7113 

929911 

2.11 

0.9 

3.34 

0.9 

SES? 

LOU 

co91 

356167 

2.45 

0.9 

A  o 

MIDDLE 

7240 

984043 

2.48 

1.0 

3.55 

0. 9 

HIGH 

4005 

526636 

2.59 

1.0 

3.73 

0.9 

Dirr ! 

KALC  • 

Nnl  1  C 

11472 

1593941 

2.48 

1.0 

3.57 

0.9 

BUCK 

1346 

168973 

2.62 

0.9 

3.53 

0.9 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

143 

16526 

2.59 

1.0 

3.84 

0.9 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

105 

14104 

2.75 

0.9 

3.42 

1.0 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

873 

63763 

2.78 

0.9 

3.69 

0.6 

PUERTO  RICAN 

121 

12734 

2.47 

0.8 

3.55 

0.6 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

443 

42718 

2.63 

0.9 

3.72 

0.9 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

12699 

1722482 

2.51 

0.9 

3.56 

0.9 

PRIVATE 

406 

54302 

2.60 

1.0 

3.70 

1,0 

CATHOLIC 

1417 

138080 

2.49 

1.0 

3.69 

0.9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

3247 

448745 

2.41 

0.9 

3.59 

0.9 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

4678 

608782 

2.44 

0.9 

3.46 

0.9 

SOUTH 

4104 

555137 

2.59 

0.9 

3.59 

0.9 

NEST 

2493 

302201 

2.67 

1.0 

3.78 

0.9 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

4673 

615510 

2.56 

0.9 

3.57 

0.9 

ACADEMIC 

5995 

772322 

2.46 

1.0  • 

3.57 

0.9 

VOCATIONAL 

3774 

516957 

2.53 

0.9 

3.60 

0.9 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

2594 

321264 

2.54 

0.9 

3.63 

0.9 

SUBURBAN 

7498 

963807 

2.52 

1.0 

3.65 

0.9 

RURAL 

4430 

629793 

2.49 

0.9 

3.44 

1.0 

POOLED 
S.D. 

0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


1962-1*80 
DIFFERENCE 

1.1* 


0.9* 
1.2* 


1.0* 
1.1* 
1.1* 


1.1* 
0.9* 
1.2* 
0.7* 
0.9* 
1.1* 
1.1* 


1.1* 
1.1* 
1.2* 


1.2* 
1.0* 
1.0* 
1.1* 


1.0* 
1.1* 
1.1* 


1.1* 
1.1* 
0.9* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

1.1 


1.1 
1.4 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


1.2 
1.0 
1.3 
0.7 
1.1 
1.4 
1.2 


1.1 
1.1 
1.3 


1.3 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.0 
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Table  7-27 


1982  Students  Die  of  Their  Earnings 


Buy  or  do  things 


1.78 


For  car  expenses 


1-19 


Save  for  another  purpose 


0.85 


Save  for  college/job  training 


0.76 


Use  for  high  school 


0.45 


Help  support  family 


0.40 


There  vera  only  minor  differences  across  groups  in  the  most  popular 
use  of  money,  for  buying  things  or  doing  things.    The  use  of  money  for 
car  expenses,  however,  shoved  a  large  sex  difference  (1.42  for  males, 
0.94  for  females),  as  well  as  variations  across  racial/ethnic  groups, 
school  type,  curriculum,  and  community  type.    Females,  high  SES  students, 
Asian  Americana,  and  academic  curriculum  students  were  more  likely  to  be 
saving  money  for  college  than  other  groups;  saving  for  other  purposes 
showed  little  variation.    Females,  low  SES  students,  minorities,  and 
Catholic  school  students  were  more  likely  to  use  earnings  for  high  school 
expenses.    Low  SES  students,  Blacks,  Hispanics,  vocational  curriculum 
students,  and  urban  students  were  most  likely  to  contribute  their  earnings 
to  support  the  family. 

Next  the  students  were  asked  to  indicate  the  amount  of  lime  spent  on 
training  in  their  current  or  moat  recent  job.    The  scale  used  (see  Table 
7-28)  extends  from  0  ■  almost  no  time  in  training  to  4  ■  more  than  half 
the  time.    The  mean  for  the  sophomores  in  1980  was  0.38,  or  very  little 
time.    By  1982,  the  mean  amount  of  job  training  time  with  0.65,  which 
indicates  that  considerably  less  than  a  quarter  of  the  time  was  spent  on 
training.    Although  the  amount  of  training  remained  low,  the  increase  is 
statistically  significant  and  affects  almost  every  group. 

Finally,  a  series  of  questions  was  aaked  to  assess  the  students1  atti- 
tudes toward  work.    First,  the  students  were  asked  if  they  enjoyed 
working  for  pay.    As  can  be  seen  in  Table  7-29,  more  than  90  percent  of 
the  sophomores  and  almost  93  percent  of  the  seniors  indicated  that  they 
enjoyed  working.    The  increase  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year  is 
atatistically  significant.    By  1982,  there  was  relatively  little  variation 
across  groups  in  the  enjoyment  of  work.    The  responses  to  the  remaining 
questions  about  attitudes  toward  work  are  summarised  in  Table  7-30. 
(Detailed  tables  by  classification  variables  appear  in  Appendix  E.)  As 
can  be  aeen,  most  of  the  students1  attitudes  toward  work  became  more 
positive  as  they  became  older.    The  only  decline  was  a  comparison  of  the 
enjoyability  of  work  and  school.    All  of  the  changes  are  significant.  By 
1982,  the  majority  of  seniors  felt  that  their  job  was  not  a  place  to 
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Table  7-28 


AT  YOUR  CURRENT  Off  HOST  RECENT  JOB.  ABOUT  WAT  PROPORTION  OF  THE  TIME  IS  (NASI  SPENT  ON  TRAINING? 
(O* ALMOST  NO  TIME  IN  TRAINING;  *«MORE  THAN  HALF  THE  TIME  IN  TRAINING) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 

SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SCSI 
LOM 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE  i 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 

N 


1*36* 


7*35 
69*9 


2636 
719* 
3961 


11*01 
1313 
1** 
106 
650 
115 
*36 


125*6 
*06 
1*30 


3227 
*667 
*036 
2*5* 


*609 
5977 
3723 


25*6 
7*25 
**11 


NEI6HTED 
N 


1695070 


966665 
906165 


3*9977 
9756*7 
522717 


1560491 
165119 
16566 
1*537 
62060 
11665 
*2667 


170313* 
52766 
1391*6 


**3550 
60893* 
5**697 
297669 


606173 
76798* 
511165 


316305 
952059 
626706 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
0.36 


0.*6 
0.29 


0.*1 
0.36 
0.32 


0.3* 
0.66 
0.53 
0.*3 
0.*9 
0.67 
0.50 


0.36 
0.32 
0.33 


0.35 
0.36 
0.*2 
0.36 


0.36 
0.31 
0.*7 


0.*5 
0.35 
0.36 


S.D. 
0.9 


1.0 
0.6 


0.9 
0.9 
0.6 


0.6 
1.2 
1.1 
0.9 
1.0 
1.3 
1.0 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 
0.65 


0.69 
0.61 


0.72 
0.66 
0.56 


0.62 
0.63 
0.57 
0.95 
0.70 
0.71 
0.79 


0.66 
0.56 
0.56 


0.63 
0.6* 
0.70 
0.59 


0.65 
0.5* 
0.61 


0.71 
0.63 
0.6* 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.2 
1.0 
1.* 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.2 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.2 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.1 


1.0 
0.9 
0.6 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.1 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.3* 


0.2* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.3* 


0.3* 

0.2* 

0.0 

0.5* 

0.2* 

0.0 

0.3* 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.3* 
0.2* 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.3* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.2 
0.* 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.1 
0.0 
0.5 
0.2 
0.0 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0*3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
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Table  7-29 


I  ENJDY  WORKING  FOR  PAY 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
ION 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19116 


9071 
10045 


4110 
9418 
5153 


14419 
2191 
246 
144 
1211 
212 
663 


16463 
614 
2039 


4496 
5745 
5671 
3204 


6177 
8138 
4707 


3693 
9619 
5804 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2465017 


1191880 
1273136 


496356 
1256362 
661450 


1987996 
266856 
26901 
19058 
82953 
20660 
57615 


2210183 
72774 
182059 


595102 
743414 
748611 
377890 


800053 
1019909 
633398 


441619 
1199696 
823702 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

90.2 


91.0 
89.5 


90.5 
90.5 
89.6 


90.5 
90.5 
82.2 
88.5 
90.5 
83.4 
66.8 


90.4 
90.6 
88.1 


89.7 
90.5 
90.3 
90.5 


90.1 
89.1 
92. 3^ 


89.0 
90.3 
90.8 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
92.6 


92.2 
92.9 


92.7 
93.0 
91.8 


92.6 
93.9 
64.2 
92.3 
91.4 
90.2 
92.2 


92.6 
92.5 
92.4 


91.7 
93.0 
93.2 
92.0 


92.6 
91.5 
94.3 


91.7 
92.4 
93.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

2.3* 


1.2* 
3.4* 


2.2* 
2.5* 
2.2* 


2.1* 

3.4* 

2.0 

3.8 

1.0 

6.9 

5.4* 


2.2* 

1.9 

4.3* 


2.0* 
2.5* 
3.0* 
1.5 


2.5* 
2.5* 
2.0* 


2.7* 
2.1* 
2.5* 
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Table  7-30 

Students'  Attitudes  toward  Work 
(%  Agreeing) 


Job  •  •  • 

1980 

1982 

Sophomores 

Seniors 

Difference 

is  not  a  place  where  people  goof  off 

84.4 

87.1 

2.6* 

encourages  good  work  habits 

71.8 

79.5 

7.7* 

is  more  enjoyable  than  school 

55.1 

50.4 

-4.7* 

is  not  done  just  for  the  money 

36.8 

39.7 

2.9* 

is  more  important  than  school 

9.5 

14.7 

5.3* 

♦Significant  difference 

"goof  off,"  encouraged  good  work  habits,  and  was  more  enjoyable  than 
school.    Males,  middle  SES  students,  students  in  the  general  and  vocational 
curriculum,  and  rural  students  were  most  likely  to  consider  work  more 
important  than  school.    The  largest  declines  in  the  comparative  enjoyabil- 
lty  of  work  and  school  were  found  among  Puerto  Ricans,  Asian  Americans 
and  Catholic  school  students.    Academic  curriculum  students  reported 
enjoying  work  less  than  did  general  or  vocational  curriculum  students. 

In  summary,  the  students  did  an  increased  amount  of  paid  work  from 
their  sophomore  to  their  senior  years,  changed  from  low  paying  typical 
teenage  jobs  to  better  paying  more  adult  jobs,  worked  more  hours  per  week, 
received  slightly  mor*>  on-the-job  training,  and  developed  more  positive 
attitudes  toward  paid  ,/ork. 


2.    TV  Wat chin 


Because  many  critics  of  the  educational  system  have  blamed  excessive 
TV  watching  for  recent  declines  in  student  achievement,  it  was  important 
to  determine  the  amount  of  time  which  students  spend  each  day  watching  TV 
on  weekdays.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  7-31.    The  scale  ranges  from 
0  -  Don't  watch  TV  during  week  to  6  -  5  or  more  hours  per  day.     In  1980, 
the  typical  sophomore  reported  watching  TV  for  about  three  hours  on  each 
school  day  but,  by  1982  when  these  students  were  seniors,  TV  watching  was 
reduced  to  about  two  hours  per  day.    This  decline  affected  all  groups. 

The  amount  of  TV  watching  declines  as  SES  increases.    Blacks  report 
more  TV  watching  than  other  racial/ethnic  groups.     Public  school  students 
watch  more  TV  than  students  in  private  and  Catholic  schools.    TV  watching 
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Table  7-31 


DURING  WEEK  DAYS  ABOUT  HOW  MANY  HOURS  PER  DAY  DO  YOU  NATCH  TV? 
(0=DON'T  HATCH  TV  DURING  NEEK5  6=5  HOURS  OR  MORE ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21008 


10164 
10844 


4679 
10164 
5531 


15459 
2641 
279 
176 
1436 
242 
744 


18153 
667 
2188 


4748 
6234 
6485 
3541 


6829 
8764 
5293 


4204 
10479 
6325 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2697071 


1328652 
1368419 


563235 
1351041 
708724 


2126638 
326704 
30157 
22532 
99107 
23842 
64810 


2426951 
78583 
191537 


625475 
799855 
860307 
411434 


881385 
1091398 
709282 


497790 
1306940 
892341 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.93 


4.02 
3.86 


4.28 
4.01 
3.49 


3.85 
4.48 
3.76 
3.93 
3.97 
3.97 
3.96 


3.98 
3.17 
3.67 


3.83 
3.89 
4.19 
3.65 


4.15 
3.65 
4.10 


3.96 
3.84 
4.07 


S.D. 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.6 
1.6 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 
1.6 
1.6 
1.8 
1.7 


1.7 
1.9 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.6 
1.7 


1.6 
1.7 
1.6 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


MEAN 
2.99 


2.99 
2.99 


3.38 
3.02 
2.58 


2.87 
3.70 
2.75 
3.09 
3.21 
3.33 
2.91 


3.03 
2.31 
2.77 


2.90 
2.93 
3.27 
2.65 


3.18 
2.72 
3.15 


3.10 
2.84 
3.13 


S.D. 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.8 
1.7 
1.6 


1.7 
1.8 
1.6 
1.8 
1.8 
1.8 
1.8 


1.7 
1.6 
1.6 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


1.8 
1.7 
1.7 


POO  LEO 

S.D. 

1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.8 
1.8 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.9* 


-1.0* 
-0.9* 


-0.9* 
-1.0* 
-0.9* 


-1.0* 
-0.8* 
-1.0* 
-0.8* 
-0.8* 
-0.6* 
-1.1* 


-1.0* 
-0.9* 
-0.9* 


-0.9* 
-1.0* 
-0.9* 
-1.0* 


-1.0* 
-0.9* 
-0.9* 


-0.9* 
-1.0* 
-0.9* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.6 


-0.6 
-0.5 


-0.5 
-0.6 
-0.6 


-0.6 
-0.5 
-0.5 


-0.6 
-0.6 
-0.5 
-0.6 


-0.6 
-0.6 
-0.6 


-0.5 
-0.6 
-0.6 
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was  higher  in  the  South  than  in  other  regions  of  the  country.  Academic 
curriculum  students  reported  less  TV  watching  than  did  students  in  other 
curricula, 

3.    Other  Activities 

The  students  were  asked  how  often  they  took  part  in  other  out-of- 
school  activities,  such  as  talking  with  friends,  dating,  and  reading. 
The  results,  summarized  in  Table  7-32,  where  the  frequency  scale  extends 
from  0  -  rarely  or  never  do  to  3  -  everyday  or  almost  everyday.  Detailed 
tables  by  classification  variable  may  be  found  in  Appendix  E. 

The  apparent  dramatic  increase  in  frequency  of  talking  with  parents 
is  an  artifact  due  to  changes  in  the  question.     In  1980,  the  question 
asked  about  talking  with  parents  about  personal  experiences;  in  1982,  the 
question  said  talk  with  parents  (with  no  specification  of  the  conversation 
content) . 

Table  7-32 
Frequency  of  Other  Activities 


1980 

1982 

Sophomores 

Seniors 

Difference 

Talking  with  friends  or  on  phone 

2.45 

2.68 

0.2* 

Thinking  or  daydreaming  alone 

1.92 

1.99 

0.1* 

Reading  the  front  page  of  the  newspaper 

1.74 

1.96 

0.2* 

Talking  with  parents  (about  personal 

1.26 

2.43 

1.2* 

experiences) 

Driving  or  riding  around 

1.24 

1.72 

0.5* 

Reading  for  pleasure 

1.22 

1.43 

0.2* 

Going  out  on  dates 

1.00 

1.56 

0.6* 

*Significant  difference 


The  students1  major  out-of-school  activity,  in  both  1980  and  1982, 
was  talking  with  their  friends.    The  1980  to  1982  increase  was  significant 
Males  showed  an  initial  lower  level  on  this,  but  their  greater  increase 
removed  the  sex  differences  by  1982.    The  out-of-school  activities  which 
showed  the  greatest  increase  between  the  sophomore  and  the  senior  year 
were  going  out  on  dates  and  driving  or  riding  around.    By  1982,  there  was 
little  variation  in  these  social  activities  across  groups.     Students  in 
the  academic  curriculum  were  more  likely  to  read  newspapers  or  read  for 
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pleasure  than  students  in  other  curricula.  Males  were  more  likely  to 
read  the  newspaper,  females  more  likely  to  read  for  pleasure. 

4.    Leadership  Activities 

The  seniors  were  asked  in  1982  how  often  they  had  engaged  in 
various  leadership  activities  during  the  year  either  in  school  or  out. 
The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-33.    Detailed  tables  appear  in 
Appendix  E.    The  scale  ranges  from  0  *  never  to  3  ■  often. 

Table  7-33 

Seniors  in  Leadership  Activities 


Activity  Mean 

Worked'  with  a  group  on  a  project  with  1.30 
little  adult  supervision 

Helped  plan  for  a  large  social  event  0.92 

Explained  or  defended  a  position  0.79 
on  an  issue  before  a  group 

Headed  group  problem-solving  discussions  0.53 

Chaired  a  meeting  0.43 


As  can  be  seea,  won;  ug  on  a  group  project  with  little  adult  super- 
vision was  the  most  comino:>  form  of  leadership;  chairing  a  meeting  was  the 
least  common.    T.^.dershio    ctivities  increased  with  SES  and  tended  to  be 
done  most  often  \j  studen: 3  in  the  academic  curriculum  and  by  students  in 
private  or  Catholic  school.    Females  tended  to  engage  in  more  leadership 
activities  than  tales. 

5 .    Parental  Mon: taring  < *±  Students  Out-of-School  Activities 

Because  stud  n*v  '  out-of-school  activities  can  be  influenced  by 
parents,  the  studei.  .s  were  asked,  in  1980  and  in  1982,  if  their  parents 
usually  knew  where  they  wer?  and  what  they  were  doing.    The  results  are 
summarized  in  Table    7-34.    In  1980,  84.9  percent  of  the  sophomores 
indicated  that  their  parents  almost  always  knew  where  they  were  and  what 
they  were  doing.    By  1982,  the  percentage  of  students  indicating  that 
their  parents  knew  about  their  activities  had  declined  significantly  to 
74,4.    Males  received  less  parental  monitoring  than  females  in  1980  and, 
by  1982,  this  difference  had  increased.    There  were  no  socioeconomic 
differences  in  parental  monitoring  in  1982.    Blacks  reported  less  parental 
monitoring  in  1980  than  students  from  other  racial/ethnic  groups,  but  by 
1982  they  were  comparable  to  Asian-Americans  and  American  Indians. 
Students  in  the  academic  curriculum  reported  more  parental  monitoring  of 
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Table  7-34 

MY  PARENTS  ALMOST  ALWAYS  KNOW  WHERE  I  AM  AND  WHAT  I'M  DOING 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19612 


9310 
10302 


4289 
9560 
5229 


14562 
2342 
259 
153 
1359 
22P 
690 


16914 
616 
2082 


4394 
5870 
6034 
3314 


6319 
4346 
h*47 


3066 
9621 
5925 


WEI6HTF0 
N 


2516*77 


1216958 
1299319 


514908 
1269411 
M9929 


2004302 
287961 
28170 
19587 
92843 
22010 
58439 


2^61756 
7H<'56 
18^3^7* 


5804 VP 
754236 
796*7* 
385297 


815269 
1039553 
649253 


459631 
1223313 
833333 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYCO  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

84.9 


80.3 
89.2 


8>.9 
85.4 
85.9 


85.8 
78.5 
?U.O 
81.2 
86.2 
83.0 
84.9 


84.7 
88.0 
86.4 


82.: 
85.1 
85.8 
85.9 


82.1 
88.5 
82.7 


83.2 
85.3 
85.2 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
79.4 


72, 
86, 


79.1 
79.4 
80.1 


79.9 
74.4 
74.8 
75.4 
83.4 
80.4 
81.7 


79.1 
79.3 
83.3 


78.7 
78.9 
80.5 
79.0 


75.8 
82.9 
78.2 


78.0 
79.9 
79.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-5.5ii 


-8.111 
-3.0* 


-3.8* 
-6.0* 
-5.8* 


-5.9» 

-4.1* 

-8.2 

-5.8 

-2.9 

-2.6 

-3.2 


-5.6* 
-8.7* 
-3.1* 


-3.9* 
-6.2* 
-5.3* 
-6.9* 


-6.3* 
-•5.6* 
-4.5* 


-5.1* 
-5.4* 
-5.9* 
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their  activities  than  students  in  other  curricula;  the  decline  in  parental 
monitoring  was  greatest  for  students  in  the  general  curriculum. 

6.     Peer  Influences 

Because  peer  influences  are  strong  among  teenagers,  the  students 
were  asked  a  number  of  questions  about  their  closest  friend.    Table  7-35 
summarizes  the  description  of  the  students1  closest  friends.  Detailed 
tables  by  classification  variables  can  be  found  in  Appendix  E. 

Table  7-35 


Characteristics  of  Closest  Friends 
(Percent  True) 


1980 
Sophomores 

1982 
Seniors 

Difference 

Attends  classes  regularly 

93.5 

91.8 

-1.7* 

Is  popular  with  others 

88.3 

91.3 

3.0* 

Gets  good  grades 

83.5 

87.5 

4.0* 

Is  interested  in  school 

69.8 

70.5 

0.7 

Plans  to  go  to  college 

67.8 

71.6 

3.8* 

^Significant  difference 

As  can  be  seen,  there  was  a  significant  decline  in  friends  attending 
class  regularly.    This  corresponds  with  the  increased  cutting  of  classes 
described  in  the  section  on  attendance.    There  were  significant  increases 
in  friends  who  got  good  grades,  planned  to  go  to  college,  and  were 
popular.    This  suggests  that,  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years, 
students  tended  to  shift  their  friendships  toward  academically  oriented, 
popular  students. 

In  summary  this  section  on  out-of-school  activities  shows  that  the 

students  spent  more  time  as  seniors  than  as  sophomores  in  paid  work  and 

in  socializing  with  friends  and  dating.    Seniors  received  less  parental 

monitoring  of  their  out-of-school  activities  than  sophomores.  They  also 
spent  less  time  watching  TV. 

C.     EDUCATIONAL  ASPIRATIONS  AND  PLANS 

In  this  section  we  will  review  the  students1  aspirations  and  plans  for 
further  education  as  well  as  factors  influencing  these  plans.    The  chapter 
begins  by  examining  the  amount  of  education  the  students  hope  to  attain. 
Next,  their  immediate  post-high-school  plans  are  explored.    Finally,  the 
extent  to  which  others  may  have  influenced  these  plans  is  assessed. 
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1»    Educational  Aspirations 

Three  questions  were  used  to  assess  the  level  of  the  HS&B  students' 
educational  aspirations:    (1)  how  far  in  school  they  expect  to  go,  (2) 
the  lowest  level  of  education  they  would  find  satisfactory,  and  (3)  if 
they  expect  to  go  to  college  in  the  future. 

Responses  to  the  first  of  these  questions  ars  shown  in  Table  7-36. 
The  responses  are  scaled  from  1  -  less  than  high  school  to  5  -  graduate 
degree.     In  1980,  the  mean  level  of  educational  aspiration  for  these 
sophomores  was  3.42,  indicating  some  post-secondary  work  but  not  a  4-year 
college  degree.    The  mean,  in  1982,  when  these  students  were  seniors, 
showed  little  change  (3.44).    There  were  no  significant  1980  to  1982 
changes  in  educational  aspirations  in  any  of  the  classification  groups. 
Students  from  high  SES  families,  Asian  Americans,  and  students  in  the 
academic  curriculum  had  the  highest  educational  aspirations.  Aspirations 
increased  with  SES  and  were  higher  for  students  in  non-public  schools. 
Rural  students  showed  lower  aspirations  than  suburban  or  urban  stu- 
dents. 

In  1980,  the  lowest  level  of  education  with  which  the  sophomores 
said  they  would  be  satisfied  was  2.84,  or  completing  high  school  and 
having  some  post- secondary  education.     (See  Table  7-37.)    By  1982, 
educational  aspirations  had  increased  considerably;  the  mean  for  seniors 
was  3.00  or  some  post-secondary  education.    The  increase  was  evident  in 
most  classification  groups.    However,  Whites,  Blacks,  and  Mexican  Americans 
were  the  only  racial/ethnic  groups  to  show  a  statistically  significant 
increase.    The  highest  minimum-level  education  aspirations  were  found 
among  high  SES  students,  Asian  Americans,  students  in  nonpublic  schools, 
and  students  in  the  academic  curriculum. 

Next,  the  immediacy  of  plans  to  enter  post-secondary  education  was 
assessed.     (See  Table  7-38.)    The  scale  used  was  0  =  No,  1  =  Unsure,  2  = 
Yes,  more  than  one  year  after  high  school,  3  =  Yes,  one  year  after  high 
school,  4  =  Yes,  right  after  high  school.     In  1980,  the  mean  for  sophomores 
was  2.72,  indicating  that  the  typical  student  planned  to  delay  college 
entrance  for  slightly  more  than  one  year  after  high  school.    By  1982, 
there  was  a  small  shift  toward  plans  to  enter  college  .  joner  (Mean  = 
2.84).    This  shift  occurred  primarily  among  middle  and  high  SES  students, 
Whites,  public  and  Catholic  school  students,  academic  curriculum  students, 
and  students  from  rural  communities.    High  SES  students  and  students  in 
the  academic  curriculum  were  most  likely  to  expect  to  enter  college 
immediately  after  high  school. 

A  fourth  question,  also  tapping  educational  aspirations,  was  the 
extent  of  agreement  with  the  statement  "I  will  be  disappointed  if  I  don't 
graduate  from  college."    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  7-39.    As  can  be 
seen,  about  66  percent  of  the  students  agreed  with  this  statement  in  1980 
and  in  1982.    The  0.7  decline  was  not  statistically  significant.    There  were 
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Table  7 


AS  THINGS  STAND  NOM,  HON  FAR  IN  SCHOt 
(1-LESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL; 


W  THINK  YOU  HILL  GET? 
WE  DEGREE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE 


lL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

1980  SOPHOMORES 

N 

N 

MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

1982 

SENIORS 

POOLED 

1 BB4    1  AAA 

19BZ-1980 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

S.D. 

DIFFERENCE 

TOTAL 

19773 

2540656 

3*42 

1.1 

3.44 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

9CX: 

1.1 

KALE 

9562 

1253507 

3.37 

1.1 

3.41 

1.0 

0.0 

FEMALE 

10191 

1267149 

3.47 

1.0 

3.46 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

SE&: 

ION 

4291 

515903 

2*90 

1.0 

2.94 

0.9 

n  o 

A  A 

u.  u 

MIDDLE 

9601 

1276633 

3.32 

1.0 

3.35 

0.9 

1  ft 

1.0 

A  A 

NIGH 

5360 

687045 

4.03 

0.9 

4.02 

0.9 

0.9 

-0.0 

RACE: 

^  a 

1.0 

A  A 

WKITE 

14649 

2016221 

3.43 

1.0 

3.46 

1.0 

BLACK 

2412 

295100 

3  .HA 

A  *  A 

3.44 

1  A 

1  A 

A  A 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

277 

29750 

4.01 

1.0 

4.06 

0.9 

1.0 

0.1 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

172 

21840 

3.17 

1.2 

3.17 

1.0 

1.1 

0.0 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1355 

93930 

3.09 

1.1 

3.09 

1.0 

1.0 

-0.0 

PUERTO  RICAN 

209 

20581 

1  1 

A  .  A 

3.13 

1.0 

1.1 

-0.2 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

677 

56753 

3.37 

1.0 

3.37 

1.0 

1.0 

-0.0 

SCHOOL  TYPfc: 

PUBLIC 

1Y046 

2262446 

3.36 

1.0 

3.19 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

PRIVATE 

636 

74567 

3.83 

1.0 

3.95 

1.0 

1.0 

0.1 

CATHOLIC 

20S9 

163643 

3.90 

0.9 

3.93 

0.9 

0.9 

0.0 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

0.0 

NORTHEAST 

4366 

577874 

3.49 

1.1 

3.49 

1.1 

1.1 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5957 

763994 

3.35 

1.0 

3.39 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

SOUTH 

6029 

799776 

3.37 

1.1 

3.39 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

NEST 

3421 

399012 

3.55 

1.0 

3.58 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

CURRICULUM: 

0.9 

1.0 

0.0 

'  GENERAL 

6305 

613637 

3.10 

1.0 

3.12 

ACADEMIC 

6450 

1055106 

4.02 

0.9 

4.05 

0.6 

0.9 

0.0 

VOCATIONAL 

4925 

659817 

2.86 

0/9 

2.67 

0.8 

0.6 

0.0 

COttfUNITY  TYPE: 

1.0 

0.0 

URBAN 

3970 

470509 

3.47 

1.1 

3.49 

1.0 

SUBURBAN 

9929 

1240044 

3.52 

1.0 

3.55 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

RURAL 

5674 

630103 

3.24 

1.0 

3.25 

1.0 

1.0 

0.0 

268 

EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
-0.0 
-0.2 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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Table  7-37 

HHAT  IS  THE  LOWEST  LEVEL  OF  EDUCATION  YOU  MOULD  BE  SATISFIED  WITH? 
_  UNLESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL;  5*G*ADUATE  DEGREE) 

LONGI  dDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


18693 


88*2 
9  .1 


3915 
9228 
5147 


14224 
2072 
252 
144 
1130 
197 
651 


16049 
624 
2020 


4419 
5640 
5462 
3172 


5949 
8161 
4498 


3606 
9471 
5616 


2410122 


1157276 
1252846 


475504 
1229360 
658499 


1957747 
252245 
27032 
18283 
77554 
19027 
55869 


2160556 
71857 
177710 


584102 
720964 
721211 
375846 


772822 
1019025 
607135 


431025 
1178783 
800314 


MEAN 
2.84 


2.84 
2.84 


2.48 
2.72 
3.35 


2.83 
2.93 
3.42 
2.76 
2.61 
2.92 
2.87 


2.80 
3.19 
3.16 


2.90 
2.75 
2.83 
2.97 


2.60 
3.27 
2.43 


2.90 
2.93 
2.68 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 
3.00 


3.02 
2.98 


2.59 
2.89 
3.53 


3.00 
3.04 
3.66 
2.80 
2.78 
2.98 
2.99 


2.95 
3.39 
3.42 


3.09 
2.94 
2.93 
3.12 


2.69 
3.54 
2.50 


3.04 
3.11 
2.83 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.7 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.9 


1.0 
0.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


0.2* 
0.1* 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 

1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.7 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 

0.1* 

0.2 

0.0 

0.2* 

0.1 

0.1 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.3* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


J.l 
0.3 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
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Table  7-38 


DO  YOU  PLAN  TO  GO  TO  COLLEGE  AT  SOME  TIME  IN  THE  FUTURE? 
(0=NO;  4=YES,  RIGHT  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


HEIGHT ED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


K125 


9109 
10016 


2463657 


1193459 
1270198 


MEAN 

2.72 


2.59 
2.65 


S.D. 
1.6 


1.6 
1.5 


MEAN 
2.84 


2.67 
3.00 


S.D. 
1.6 


1.7 
1.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.6 


1.6 
1.5 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


SfcSJ 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 


4100 
9432 
5238 


14316 
2207 
271 
158 
1306 
199 
644 


488296 
1258393 
674977 


1977178 
272072 
29530 
20654 
88039 
18977 
54338 


2.03 
2.62 
3.46 


2.71 
2.82 
3.47 
2.37 
2.49 
2.71 
2.79 


1.6 
1.6 
1.1 


1.6 
1.5 
1.1 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


2.11 
2.76 
3.57 


2.85 
2.83 
3.52 
2.47 
2.58 
2.70 
2.74 


1.7 
1.6 
1.1 


1.6 
1.5 
1.1 
1.7 
1.6 
1.6 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.1 


1.6 
1.5 
1.1 
1.6 
1.6 
1.6 
1.6 


0.1 

3.1* 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


16500 
624 
2001 


2213351 
70899 
179407 


2.65 
3.26 
3.36 


1.6 
1.3 
1.2 


2.76 
3.42 
3.52 


1.6 
1.3 
1.2 


1.6 
1.3 
1.2 


0.1* 

0.2 

0.2* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


4343 
5615 
5712 
3455 


573937 
732265 
754681 
402774 


2.75 
2.60 
2.70 
2.93 


1.6 
1.6 
1.6 
1.4 


2.87 
2.78 
2.72 
3.13 


1.6 
1.7 
1.7 
1.4 


1.6 
1.6 
1.6 
1.4 


0.1* 
0.2* 
0.0 
0.2* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6144 
8225 
4662 


797055 
1029911 
625051 


2.32 
3.50 
1.96 


1.6 
1.1 
1.6 


2.41 
3.67 
2.03 


1.7 
0.9 
1.7 


1.7 
1.0 
1.7 


0.1 

0.2* 

0.1 


0.0 
0.2 
0.0 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3792 
9669 
5664 


451933 
1210482 
801241 


2.81 
2.86 
2.46 


1.5 
1.5 
1.6 


2.93 
3.02 
2.52 


1.5 
1.5 
1.7 


1.5 
1.5 
1.7 


0.1 

0.2* 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
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Table  7-39 

I  WILL  BE  DISAPPOINTED  IF  I  DON'T  GRADUATE  FROM  COLLEGE 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 

LONGITUUNAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19036 


6986 
10052 


4061 
9352 
5201 


14346 
2189 
250 
147 
1200 
210 
667 


16363 
629 
2046 


4455 
5727 
5651 
3205 


6094 
6244 
4607 


3677 
9613 
5746 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2450269 


1179917 
1270352 


469469 
1245700 
666230 


1973975 
266636 
27056 
19193 
61929 
20776 
57692 


2195293 
73?61 
161714 


569219 
736584 
744876 
377567 


786204 
1029967 
620496 


436654 
1196146 
615267 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

66.9 


63.3 
70.2 


53.1 
63.2 
64.0 


65.0 
76.6 
85.7 
54.0 
65.9 
74.3 
66.6 


65.6 
76.7 
76*3 


67.6 
62.1 
66.X 
72.3 


57.9 
64.7 
46.9 


72.2 
70.1 
59.2 


1V5S  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
66.1 


62.8 
69.2 


1962-1960  r 
DIFFERENCE  , 


51.6 
63.1 
62*9 


64.6 
75.5 
90.8 
52.7 
61.9 
69.0 
65.5 


64.6 
76.3 
60.1 


69.6 
63.1 
65.2 
66.2 


53.9 
87.1 
47.1 


69.6 
69.9 
58.7 


DIFFERENCE  ; 
-0.7 


-0.4 
-1.0 


-1.2 
-0*1 
-1.2 


-0.2 
-3.3 
5.1 
-1.3 
-4.0 
-5.2 
-3.1 


-1.0 
-0.4 
1.6 


1.8 
1.1 
-2.8» 
-4.1» 


-4.0» 
2.4» 
-1.8 


-2.6 
-0.2 
-0.5 
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signif leant  dsclinss  for  thrss  subgroups-- students  in  the  South,  studsnts 
in  ths  west,  and  students  in  tha  gonerel  curriculum.    Students  in  the 
«!«da.ircurriculum,  by  contrast,  showed  a  eignificsnt  incrssss.  Group, 
agreeing  most  of tan  with  this  etstemont  ware  high  8B8  .tudant.,  Asisn- 
Americens,  Catholic  school  students ,  and  studsnts  in  the  scademic 
curriculum,  sll  showing  sgrssmsnt  of  80  psrcsnt  or  highsr. 

2.    Post-Hith-School  Plsns 

Ths  students  were  esksd  to  indicsts  thsir  primsry  plsns  for  the  yesr 
sftsr  high  school.    Ths  primary  plans  srs  summsrised  in  Table  7-40.  As 
esn  be  sssn  ths  lsrgsst  group  of  studsnts,  sbout  37  psrcsnt  plsnnsd  to 
sntst  some  form  of  post-sscondsry  sducstion.    Thsrs  was,  however,  a  sh 
between  1980  and  1982  in  the  type  of  postsscondsry  Ration  '"Jv 
The  major  change  wee  a  decreaee  in  studsnts  planning  to  sntsr  s  four-yeer 
college  directly  sftsr  high  school  snd  sn  incrssss  in  studsnts  plsnning 
to  enfer  an  academic  program  in  a  two-ya.r  college  J»i'«tly 
school.    Ths  sscond  lsrgsst  group  of  studsnts  plsnnsd  to  bsgin  psid  work 

Tsbls  7-40 

Percent  of  atudents  with  Vsrious 
Primsry  Choices  for  Post -High-School  Activity 


1980 
Sophomores 

1082 
Seniors 

Difference 

Bducst  ion 

S6.92 

57.19 

4-0.27 

4-Year  Collsgs 

40.42 

36.21 

-4.21 

2-Yssr  Collsgs-Acsdemic 

6.15 

9.92 

♦3.77 

2-Yssr  Col lsgs-Vocst ions 1 

4.77 

4.65 

-0.12 

Voc/Tsch  School 

5.58 

6.41 

4-0.83 

Work 

29.84 

32.12 

♦2.28 

Full -Time 

26.70 

29.74 

O.04 

Psrt-Tims 

3.14 

2.38 

-0.76 

Other 

13.23  ' 

10.69 

-2.54 

Apprenticeship 

2.74 

2.35 

-0.39 

Homemaker 

1.08 

1.22 

4-0.14 

Military  Service 

3.50 

4.03 

4-0.53 

Othar 

5.91 

3.09 

-2.82 
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directly  after  high  school.    This  group  increased  from  approximately  30 
percent  of  the  1980  sophomores  who  remained  in  high  school  to  approximately 
32  percent  of  these  students  as  seniors  in  1982.    The  growth  in  this 
group  was  primarily  among  students  who  planned  to  work  full-time  after 
high  school . 

3.    Application  to  College 

The  seniors  who  indicated  that  they  planned  to  attend  college  were 
asked,  in  1982,  if  they  had  applied  for  admission  to  any  college  and  if 
they  had  been  accepted. 

Table  7-41  shows  the  responses  related  to  college  application.  The 
scale  ranges  from  1  -  No,  I  plan  to  go  later  to  6  ■  Yes,  to  four  or  more 
colleges  with  4  -  applied  to  one  college  and  5  ■  applied  to  two  or  three 
colleges.    The  mean  of  3.60  indicates  that  the  typical  student  was 
planning  to  attend  a  college  that  did  not  require  advanced  application 
for  admission.    Not  surprisingly,  high  SES  stodents,  students  in  private 
and  Catholic  schools,  and  students  in  the  academic  curriculum  had 
mean  scores  indicating  more  applications  to  college  than  did  middle  and 
low  SES  students,  public  school  students,  and  students  in  the  general  and 
vocational  curriculum.    Asian-Americans  made  more  applications  than 
students  in  other  racial/ethnic  groups.    Students  in  the  Northeast  made 
more  applications  than  students  in  other  regions, 

4.  Parental  Educational  Aspirations  for  Students 

The  students  were  .asked  how  far  in  school  their  mothers  wanted  them 
to  go.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  7-42.    As  can  be  seen,  there  was 
no  significant  shift  in  mothers'  aspirations  between  the  students' 
sophomore  and  senior  years.    The  mean  of  3.88  indicates  that  mothers 
wanted  the  student  to  obtain  some  post -secondary  education  but  less  than 
a  four-year  college  degree. 

Mothers'  educational  aspirations  increased  with  SES  and  were  higher 
for  Blacks  and  Asian-Americans  than  for  students  in  other  racial/ethnic 
groups.    Mothers  of  students  in  private  and  Catholic  schools  and  of 
students  in  the  academic  curriculum  had  higher  aspirations  for  the 
student  than  did  mothers  of  students  in  public  school  or  in  the  general 
and  vocational  curriculum. 

5.  Influences  on  Post-High-School  Plans 

In  1982,  the  seniors  were  asked  how  much  others,  including  parents, 
teachers,  and  friends,  had  influenced  their  plans  for  after  high  school. 
The  responses  were  rated  on  a  scale  ranging  from  1  ■  not  at  all  to  3  »  a 
great  deal.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-43.    Detailed  tables 
by  classification  variables  may  be  found  in  Appendix  E. 

As  can  be  seen,  parents  exerted  the  major  influence  on  the  seniors 
plans.  The  ratings  for  all  others,  below  the  scale  mid-point,  indicate 
they  had  little  influence.    Parents  had  more  influence  on  high  SES  than 
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Table  7-41 


HAVE  YOU  APPLIED  FOR  ADMISSION  TO  ANY  C0LLE6E  OR  UNIVERSITY? 
U=NO.  I  PLAN  TO  GO  TO  COLLEGE  LATER  >  6*YES,  TO  FOUR  OR  MORE  COLLEGES  1 


1962  SENIORS 


SAMPLf. 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


16439 


1876914 


3.60 


1.7 


SEX* 

MALE  7531  662283 

FEMALE  8908  1014630 

SESt 

LOW  2707  282324 

MIDDLE  7297  655522 

HIGH  4784  547442 

RACE: 

WHITE  12248  1509258 

BLACK  1918  196430 

ASIAN*  AMERICAN  255  25999 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  120  13736 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1006  61611 

PUERTO  RICAN  210  16909 

OTHER  HISPANIC  641  46755 


3.57 
3.63 


2.92 
3.44 
4.26 


3.65 
3.49 
4.13 
2.96 
3.01 
3.34 
3.34 


1.7 
1.6 


1.6 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.7 
1.5 
1.5 
1.6 
1.8 
1.6 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


13911 
657 
1871 


1655576 
65022 
156315 


3.50 
4.59 
4.33 


1.7 
1.5 
1.4 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
HEST 


4035 
4681 
4465 
3058 


481830 
559509 
507588 
327986 


4.14 
3.50 
3.40 
3.31 


1.7 
1.6 
1.6 
1.6 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


4832 
8175 
3351 


552399 
919054 
396954 


3.02 
4.35 
2.70 


1.6 
1.4 
1.6 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3463 
8657 
4319 


366034 
96C568 
550312 


3.55 
3.72 
3.44 


1.7 
1.7 
1.6 
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Table  7-42 


HOW  FAR  IN  SCHOOL  DO  YOU  THINK  YOUR  MOTHER  HANTS  YOU  TO  60? 
UNLESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL;  5S6RADUATE  DEGREE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES3 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


13966 


6574 
7392 


2631 
6792 
4299 


10608 
1569 
209 
102 
805 
149 
507 


11827 
526 
1613 


3338 
4098 
4187 
2343 


4129 
6649 
3141 


2724 
7206 
4036 


1784579 


649991 
934588 


315448 
897574 
545262 


1448324 
188990 
22170 
13606 
53239 
14038 
42456 


1585891 
57031 
141656 


439995 
524049 
545379 
275156 


527810 
827674 
423165 


322257 
888131 
574191 


MEAN 

3.79 


3.78 
3,79 


3.32 
3.69 
4.22 


3.76 
4.03 
4.30 
3.51 
3.57 
3.91 
3.80 


3.75 
4.07 
4.13 


3.80 
3.67 
3.84 
3.89 


3.58 
4.17 
3.29 


3.91 
3.85 
3.62 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
0.8 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
0.8 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.8 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


MEAN 
3.80 


3.79 
3.81 


3.36 
3.70 
4.22 


3.77 
4.03 
4.33 
3.55 
3.61 
3.76 
3.75 


3.76 
4.12 
4.14 


3.80 
3.69 
3.85 
3.91 


3.57 
4.21 
3.30 


3.91 
3.68 
3.61 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.7 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.7 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.9 


1.0 
0.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


1.0 
0.9 
0.7 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.8 
0.8 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.2 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 
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on  low  SES  students  and  more  influence  on  students  in  the  academic 
curriculum  than  on  students  in  other  curricula.    Mothers  had  more  influence 
than  did  fathers  in  almost  every  classification  group.    Females  and 
minorities  were  more  strongly  influenced  by  same-age  friends  and  relatives 

Table  7-43 


Mean  Influences  on  Seniors 
Post-High-School  Plans 


Mother 

2.31 

Father 

2.16 

Friends/Relatives 

1.95 

Teachers 

1.67 

Guidance  Counselor 

1.63 

College  Recruiters 

1.35 

Military  Recruiters 

1.19 

than  were  males  and  Whites.    Teachers  and  guidance  counselors  exerted 
more  influence  on  females,  low  SES  students ,  and  minorities  than  on  other 
groups.    College  recruiters  influenced  high  SES  students  and  students  in 
the  a  jademic  curriculum  more  than  students  in  other  SES  groups  and  other 
curricula.    Military  recruiters,  in  contrast,  had  more  influence  on  low 
"ES  students  and  on  students  in  the  general  and  vocational  curriculum. 
Minority  students  were  more  strongly  influenced  by  both  college  recruiters 
and  military  recruiters  than  were  Whites. 

The  students  were  also  asked  in  1980  and  in  1982  what  others  wanted 
tnem  to  do  after  high  school.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-44. 
As  can  be  seen,  more  than  60  percent  of  the  students  indicated,  both  as 
sophomores  and  as  seniors,  that  their  parents  wanted  them  to  attend 
college  after  high  school.    By  their  senior  year,  the  majority  of  students 
also  indicated  that  their  friends  or  relatives,  their  teachers,  and  their 
guidance  counselors  also  wanted  them  to  attend  college.    There  was  a  signi- 
ficant decline  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years  in  the  percentage 
of  students  indicating  that  they  did  not  know  what  others  wished  for 
school  plans.    The  percentage  of  students  indicating  that  others  did  not 
care  what  they  did  declined  between  1980  and  1982  for  parents,  friends, 
and  teachers  but  increased  slightly  for  guidance  counselors. 

In  summary,  students  educational  expectations  showed  no  change 
between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years,  but  aspirations  for  further 
education  rose.    There  was  a  small  increase  in  students1  planning  to 
enter  post-secondary  education  directly  after  high  school.    There  was, 
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however,  a  shift  in  the  type  of  education  planned,  with  fewer  students 
choosing  to  enter  four-year  colleges  and  more  choosing  to  enter  academic 
programs  in  two-year  colleges.    The  typical  student  was  planning  to 
attend  a  college  that  did  not  require  advanced  application  for  admission. 
Parents  had  the  greatest  influence  on  students1  post-high  school  plans. 

r 

Table  7-44 


Others  1  Wishes 

for  Students  after  High  School 
by  Percentage 

College 

Full -Time 
Work 

Other 

Doesn't 
Care 

Doesn  'l 
Know 

1980 

Mother 

66.97 

11.28 

8.70 

2.51 

10.54 

Father 

61.21 

11.21 

9.53 

3.17 

14.87 

Friends /Relat ives 

42.09 

10.46 

6.49 

ft    ft  "T 

9. 97 

O  ft    ft  ft 

30.99 

Teacher 

33.05 

1.30 

2.08 

7.39 

56.18 

Guidance  Counselor 

33.04 

1.71 

2.82 

3.94 

58.49 

1982 

Mother 

66.58 

12.19 

13.75 

2.15 

5.33 

Father 

61.66 

12.39 

14.15 

2.88 

8.93 

Friends /Relat ives 

54.93 

11.78 

9.28 

6.99 

17.03 

Teacher 

53.41 

2.20 

4.22 

7.24 

32.93 

Guidance  Counselor 

57.98 

1.58 

5.73 

5.24 

29.50 

D.    OCCUPATIONAL  ASPIRATIONS  AND  PLANS 

In  this  section  we  review  the  students1  occupational  aspirations 
and  plans.    The  section  begins  with  occupational  aspirations  of  the 
students.    Next  the  factors  influencing  work  decisions  are  reviewed. 
Finally*  the  work  plans  of  students  who  will  begin  employment  directly 
after  high  school  are  covered. 

1.     Occupational  Aspirations 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  and  in  1982  to  indicate  the  occupation 
they  wished  to  have  at  age  30.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-&5. 
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Table  7-45 

Percentage  of  Students  by  Ctcipational  Aspirations 
as  Sophomores  and  as  Seniors 

|£>              .  Aimed  School  fot 

I       2     Clerical  Crafts  technical  Hononaker  Manager  Service  Proprietor  Fbrces  ?ann  Curator  Tfeacher  Laborer  Sales  Protective  Wbrk 

96  13.54     9.58      9.14       7.60        4.60       3.89      3.73       3.49       3.43  2.94    2.90  2.66  2.18     1.93  1.65  1.77 

05    9.85     8.71      7.19      11.44        2.58       7.51      3.89       3.86       2.49  2.17     3.05  3.67  1.67     2.04  2.08  0.74 


i 

to 

I 
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As  can  be  seen,  in  1980  the  largest  group  of  students  aspired  to  two 
groups  of  professional  occupations — Professional  1,  which  includes  jobs 
such  as  accountant,  nurse,  engineer,  or  social  worker,  and  Professional 
2,  which  includes  jobs  such  as  lawyer,  physician,  scientist,  or  college 
teacher.    By  1982,  aspirations  for  Professional  X  occupations  had  increased 
by  2.09  percentage  points  while  aspirations  for  Professional  2  occupations 
had  decreased  by  3.69  percentage  points.    Aspirations  for  technical  occupa- 
tions, such  as  draftsman  or  medical  technician,  rose  by  3.84  percentage 
points  from  7.60  percent  of  the  students  as  sophomores  to  11.44  percent 
as  seniors,  making  this  the  second  most  popular  occupational  choice  among 
the  seniors.    There  was  also  a  considerable  increase  (3.62  percentage 
points)  in  aspirations  for  managerial  occupations. 

The  cross-tabulations  show  extensive  interaction  between  the 

classification  variables  and  occupational  aspirations.    Males  aspired  to 

Professional  2  occupations  twice  as  often  as  did  females  in  1982.  High 

SES  students,  private  and  Catholic  school  students,  and  students  in  the 

academic  curriculum  were  the  major  groups  aspiring  to  professional 
occupations  in  1982. f  Asian  Americans  were  more  likely  to  have  professional 

aspirations  than  were  students  from  other  racial/ethnic  groups. 

2 .    Factors  Influencing  Occupational  Choice 

In  1982,  the  seniors  were  asked  how  important  various  factors  were 
in  determining  the  kind  of  work  they  planned  to  be  doing.    The  results 
are  summarized  in  Table  7-46.    The  scale  ranges  from  1  ■  not  important  to 
3  a  important. 

As  can  be  seen,  all  of  these  factors  had  sufficient  influence  to  be 
above  the  2.0  midpoint  of  this  scale.    Work  that  seems  important  and 
interesting  is  clearly  the  major  factor,  however.    There  were  small  sex 
differences  on  several  factors,  with  importance  and  sociability  being 
ranked  more  highly  by  females,  and  income  ranked  more  highly  by  males. 
There  were  few  SES  differences.    However,  low  SES  students  placed  less 
emphasis  on  choosing  work  that  seems  important  and  interesting  and  that 
provides  a  good  income  and  more  emphasis  on  choosing  work  in  which  they 
had  previous  experience  than  did  high  SES  students.    Academic  curriculum 
students  were  more  concerned  with  choosing  work  that  was  important  and 
interesting  and  less  concerned  with  income  and  previous  experience 
than  were  general  and  vocational  curriculum  students. 


-258- 


Table  7-46 

Factors  Influencing  Seniors1  Occupational  Choice 

Mean 

Work  that  seems  important  anH  interesting  2,80 
Meeting  and  working  with  sociable,  friendly  people  2,60 


Job  permanence  and  security 
Freedom  to  make  one's  own  decisions 
Good  income 


2.55 
2.54 
2.38 


Previous  work  experience  in  area  2.04 
3.    Work  Plans 

As  indicated  in  the  preceding  section,  nearly  30  percent  of  the 
seniors  indicated  that  they  planned  full-time  work  in  the  year  immediately 
after  high  school.    Students  who  planned  to  work  full  time  were  asked  if 
they  had  a  definite  job  lined  up.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  7-47. 
The  scale  ranges  from  0  *  do  not  plan  to  work  full-time  to  4  ■  I  will 
continue  the  job  I  now  have.    The  mean  of  1.62  indicates  that  most  *of 
these  students  had  made  some  inquiries  at  employment  agencies  or  potential 
employers  but  did  not  have  a  definite  job  lined  up. 

The  seniors  were  also  asked  if  they  would  be  willing  to  move  in 
order  to  get  a  job  they  wanted.    The  results  are  shown  in  Table  7-48. 
The  scale  ranges  from  0  »  No  to  3  ■  Yes,  I  would  prefer  to  move  away.  The 
mean  of  1.91  indicates  that  the  typical  student  would  be  willing  to  move 
but  had  a  very  slight  preference  for  being  able  to  find  work  ir.  the 
current  community. 

In  summary,  the  typical  student  aspired  to  a  professional  occupation  ■ 
and  put  most  emphasis  on  finding  work  that  would  seem  important  and 
interesting. 

E.     VALUES,  EXPECTATIONS,  AND  ATTITUDES 

The  students  were  asked  a  variety  of  questions  about  their  life 
values,  their  expectations  relating  to  work  and  family,  and  about  otner 
attitudes.    These  are  summarized  in  this  section  of  the  chapter. 

1.    Life  Values 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  and  in  1982  the  importance  of  a 
number  of  life  values.    The  items  were  rated  on  a  scale  ranging  from  1  - 
not  important  to  3  «  very  important.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table 
7-49.    Detailed  tables  are  given  in  Appendix  E. 
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Table  7-47 


IF  YOU  PLAN  TO  WORK  PULL-TINE  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL t  DO  YOU  HAVE  A  DEFINITE  JOB  LINED  UP/ 
(0=00  NOT  PLAN  TO  HORK  FULL-TIME;  4=YES,  I'LL  CONTINUE  IN  A  JOB  I  NOH  HAVE  I 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE:. 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21066 


10158 
10928 


4166 
9463 
5186 


15695 
2484 
286 
172 
1358 
266 
770 


18257 
702 
2127 


5125 
6333 
6027 
3601 


6882 
8727 
5356 


4322 
10567 
6177 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2445005 


1190004 
1255002 


454403 
1126479 
599701 


1956108 
266255 
28766 
19973 
84892 
22581 
60825 


2193505 
73696 
177805 


615475 
735097 
711277 
383156 


800903 
983743 
646909 


461503 
1194833 
788670 


MEAN 


1.62 


1.81 
1.44 


1.92 
1.72 
1.11 


1.59 
1.71 
1.19 
2.05 
1.92 
1.77 
1.80 


1.68 
0.98 
1.17 


1.42 
1.66 
1.73 
1.65 


1.89 
1.01 
2.20 


1.64 
1.54 
1*72 


S.D. 
1.6 


1.6 
1.5 


1.4 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.4 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.5 
1.6 
1.5 
1.6 


1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


1.5 
1.6 
1.5 
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Table  7-48 


MOULD  YOU  BE  HILLING  TO  HOVE  FROM  THIS  TOWN  OR  CITY  IN  OROER  TO  6ET  A  JOB  YOU  WANT? 
(0=NO;  3=YES,  I  WOULD  PREFER  TO  HOVE  AWAY ) 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES; 
LOW 

NIDDLE 
HIGH 


SAMPLE 
N 


21754 


10519 
11235 


4316 
9765 
5349 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2521302 


1232110 
1289192 


467882 
1163534 
616105 


RACE: 

WHITE  16114  200G531 

BLACK  2617  ?rU51 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  296  £9665 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  176  ro525 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1415  :JW16 

PUERTO  RICAN  269  WSl 

OTHER  HISPANIC  807  <*>::j«- 


HEAN 
1.91 


1.93 
1.89 


1.86 
1.68 
2.01 


1.88 
2.09 
1.68 
1.99 
1.66 
1.66 
1.87 


S.O. 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


16811 
735 
2208 


2?5e92> 
77167 
185i9£ 


1.92 
1.82 
1.75 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5289  634770 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6505  7536  9 J 

SOUTH  6265  740459 

WEST  3695  392X77 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7077 
9044 
5502 


623772 
101G605 
664312? 


1.94 
1.96 
1.85 
1.66 


1.90 
1.98 
1.80 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
1.0 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4487 
10922 
634£ 


47670  5> 

«3mi 

809327 


1.82 
1.87 
2.01 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
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Table  7-49 

Mean  Ratings  of  Life  Values 

1980  1982 
Sophomores       Seniors  Differences 


Importance  of; 


Being  successful  at  work 

2.85 

2.86 

0.01 

Being  able  to  find  steady  work 

2.84 

2.45 

0.01* 

Finding  the  right  person  to 
marry  ana  naving  a  nappy  lire 

2.80 

2.81 

0.01 

naving  strong  friendships 

2.82 

2.79 

-0.03* 

Having  leisure  to  enjoy  interests 

2.69 

2.69 

-0.00 

Giving  your  children  better 
opportunities  than  you've  had 

2.67 

2.65 

-0.02* 

Having  children 

2.24 

2.27 

0.03 

Having  lots  of  money 

2.23 

2.22 

-0.01 

Living  close  to  parents/relatives 

1.98 

1.85 

-0.13* 

Work  to  correct  social  and 
economic  inequities 

1.78 

1.71 

-0.07* 

Being  a  leader  in  the  community 

1.65 

1.59 

-0.06* 

Getting  away  from  this  area  of 
the  country 

1.53 

1.59 

0.03* 

^Significant  difference 


As  can  be  seen,  the  students  placed  the  highest  values,  both  in  1980 
and  1982,  on  items  related  to  work.    Altruistic  values,  as  indicated  by 
items  about  community  leadership  and  correcting  social  inequities,  were 
not  only  ranked  low  originally  but  showed  a  decline  between  the  students' 
sophomore  and  senior  years.    The  largest  decline,  on  the  item  indicating 
the  importance  of  living  close  to  parents  and  relatives,  is  probably  a 
result  of  increasing  independence. 

Between  1980  and  1982,  males,  Blacks,  and  low  SES  showed  significant 
increases  in  the  value  placed  on  being  successful  at  work*    Low  SES 
students  and  American  Indians  placed  significantly  more  value  on  finding 
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steady  work.    Females  and  Blacks  also  placed  significantly  more  value  on 
finding  steady  work.    Females  and  Blacks  placed  significantly  more  value 
on  having  children.    Males,  Whites,  rural  students,  and  students  from  the 
North  Central  region  placed  significantly  more  value  on  getting  away  from 
their  area  of  the  country.    The  decreases  in  the  value  placed  on  living 
close  to  parents  affected  most  of  the  classification  groups.    The  decli-e 
in  the  value  placed  on  correcting  inequities  affected  all  socioeconomic" 
groups  and  regions  but  was  significant  only  for  Whites  and  for  public 
school  students.    The  declining  value  placed  on  community  leadership  was 
significant  for  middle  and  high  SES  student8l  Whites,  and  for  public  and 
Catholic  school  students. 

It  should  be  noted  that  most  items  received  positive  evaluations. 
Only  four  items  had  a  mean  value  below  the  2.0  midpoint  of  this  scale. 

2 .  Expectations 

Next  the  students  were  asked  a  series  of  questions  about  the  age  at 
which  they  expected  to  have  a  regular  job,  finish  their  education,  live 
on  their  own,  marry,  and  have  children  and,  also,  if  they  ever  expected 
to  do  these  things.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-50.  Detailed 
tables  by  classification  variable  can  be  found  in  Appendix  E. 

Table  7-50 

Student  Expectations 


Mean  Age  Expect  to.. 
1980  1982 

Seniors 


Sophs , 


Ever  Expect  to. . . 
1980  1982 
Difference       Sophs.    Seniors  Difference 


Start  first  regular 


job 

19.31 

19.93 

0.6* 

98.6 

98.8 

0.2 

Live  in  own  home/ 
apartment 

20.18 

20.81 

0.6* 

98.0 

98.5 

0.5* 

Finish  full-time 
education 

21.01 

21.20 

0.2* 

100.0 

96.1 

-3.-* 

Get  married 

22.89 

23.10 

0.2* 

92.5 

94.5 

2.0' 

Have  first  child 

24.55 

24.93 

0.4* 

89.5 

91.4 

2.0* 

♦Significant  difference 

As  can  be  seen,  more  than  ninety  percent  of  the  seniors  expect  to  do 
all  these  things.    The  age  at  which  students  expected  to  accomplish  each 
of  these  increases  significantly,  however,  between  the  students'  sophomore 
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and  senior  years.    Males,  who  showed  greater  increases  than  females  on 
every  item,  were  the  primary  contributors  to  this  increase  in  the  age  at 
which  students  expected  to  achieve  these  goals,  especially  those  items 
relating  to  marriage  and  family. 

3.  Sex  Roles 

Sex-role  attitudes  were  measured  by  a  set  of  three  questions.  The 
results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-5] .    The  detailed  tables  are  in  Appendix  E. 
The  agree-disagree  scales  provide  a  high  score  if  the  individual  believes 
that  working  women  can  be  good  mothers  and  that  women  are  not  unhappy  if 
they  are  employed  outside  of  the  home. 

Table  7-51 

Sex-Role  Attitudes 

1980 
Sophomore 8 

A  working  mother  can  be  just  as  good 

a  mother  as  one  who  doesn't  work  2.71 

It  is  better  if  the  man  achieves  and 

the  woman  stays  home  2.54 

Women  are  happiest  when  they  are 
making  a  home  and  caring  for 

children  2.53 

^Significant  difference 

As  can  be  seen,  there  was  a  significant  shift  between  the  sophomore 
and  senior  years  toward  higher  scale  values  (agreeing  with  the  first  item 
and  disagreeing  with  the  second  and  third).    Females  had  higher  scores 
than  males,  both  as  sophomores  and  as  seniors.    Low  SES  students  were 
more  likely  to  feel  that  working  mothers  could  be  good  mothers  than  were 
middle  and  high  SES  students  but  less  likely  to  feel  that  women  were 
happy  outside  of  the  home. 

4.  Self-Concept 

Students  were  qfiked  several  questions  designed  to  assess  self-concept. 
These  included,  in  addition  to  their  responses  on  a  six-item  self  concept 
scale,  .responses  to  seven  questions  about  how  other  students  viewed  them, 
and  questions  about  their  attractiveness  and  popularity. 

The  responses  to  the  six-item  self-concept  scale  are  summarized  in 
Table  7-52.    The  agree-disagree  scale  was  constructed  so  that  1  B  low 
self-concept  and  4  ■  high  self-concept.    The  detailed  tables  may  be  found 
in  Appendix  E. 


1982 

Seniors  Difference 


2.81  0.1* 


2.64  0.1* 


2.70  0.2* 
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Table  7-52 
Self-Concept 


I  feel  I  am  a  person  of  worth 

I  am  able  to  do  things  as  well 
as  most  people 

I  take  a  positive  attitude 
toward  myself 

I  do  not  have  much  to  be 
proud  of 

On  the  whole,  I  am  satisfied 
with  myself 

At  times  I  think  I  am  no  good 
at  all 

^Significant  difference 

As  can  be  seen,  there  were  significant  changes  in  the  direction  at 
more  positive  self-concept  on  all  items  between  the  sophomore  and  senior 
years.     Self-concept  tended  to  increase  with  socioeconomic  status,  and 
academic  curriculum  students  tended  to  have  a  higher  self-concept  than 
students  in  other  curricula. 

A  second  set  of  questions  dealt  with  how  the  students  felt  others 
saw  them.  These  are  summarized  in  Table  7-53.     The  items  are  scaled  so 
that  the  highest  score  (3.0)  represents  feeling  that  one  is  viewed 
positively  by  others. 

As  can  be  seen,  the  students  were  most  likely  to  feel  that  they  were 
not  seen  as  troublemakers  and  least  likely  to  feel  that  they  were  seen  as 
part  of  the  leading  crowd.    There  were  fimall  but  statistically  significant 
increases  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years  on  three  items:  not 
being  seen  as  a  troublemaker,  being  seen  as  important,  and  being  seen  as 
popular.    There  was  a  small  but  significant  decrease  in  the  extent  to 
which  students  felt  they  were  seen  as  athletes.    High  SES  students  and 
academic  curriculum  students  tended  to  feel  that  they  were  seen  more 
positively  by  others  than  did  low  SES  students  and  students  in  the 
general  and  vocational  curriculum. 
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1980  1982 

Sophomores  Seniors  Difference 

3.23  3.35  0.12* 

3.21  3.31  0.11* 

3.20  3.30  0.10* 

3.20  3.28  0.08* 

3.01  3.10  0.09* 

2.48  2.68  0.20* 


Table  7-54 


I  AM  POPULAR  WITH  OTHER  STUDENTS  IN  MY  CLASS 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  ItOIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


18693 


8948 
9945 


4064 
9320 
5085 


14212 
2195 
243 
145 
1194 
213 
662 


16257 
602 
2034 


4429 
5681 
5624 
3159 


6083 
8088 
4631 


3670 
9501 
5722 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2433412 


1174770 
1256642 


490870 
1241659 
651355 


1957808 
267772 
26402 
18496 
81935 
20947 
57042 


2180603 
71330 
181478 


585435 
733390 
741935 
372651 


787160 
1012854 
622025 


438272 
1183394 
811747 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

78.4 


78.1 
78.7 


70.1 
79.3 
83.6 


78.7 
80.6 
69.2 
72.2 
70.2 
71.0 
78.8 


77.9 
83.2 
82.9 


80.9 
76.8 
78.7 
77.4 


75.9 
82.2 
75.4 


78.7 
78.9 
77.6 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
84.4 


84.9 
84.0 


77.3 
85.0 
89.2 


84.5 
87.7 
76.0 
76.7 
76.8 
84.7 
83.1 


84.0 
87.4 
88.1 


86.7 
83.3 
84.9 
82.3 


81.7 
89.0 
80.8 


85.2 
84.2 
84.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

6.0* 


6. 8« 
5.3* 


7.2* 
5.7* 
5.6* 


5.8* 
7.1* 
6.8 
4.6 
6.6* 
13.6* 
4.3 


6.1* 

4.2 

5.2* 


5.8* 
6.5* 
6.2* 
4.9* 


5.8* 
6.7* 
5.4* 


6.5* 
5.3* 
6.8* 
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Table  7-55 


OTHERS  THINK  OF  HE  AS  PHYSICALLY  UNATTRACTIVE 
< PERCENT  FALSE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RfcCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


18715 


8855 
9860 


4012 
9218 
5064 


14092 
2189 
233 
142 
1159 
214 
657 


16092 
607 
2016 


4379 
5626 
5587 
3123 


6000 
8035 
4587 


3625 
9417 
5673 


NEIGHTEO 
N 


2407913 


1161167 
1246746 


483786 
1227020 
647970 


1939467 
265923 
25219 
18426 
78966 
20628 
56273 


2159495 
70674 
177745 


576628 
725505 
736414 
369366 


775877 
1002994 
617476 


431532 
1170657 
805724 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

83.4 


82.4 
84.2 


79.4 
83.0 
86.9 


83.0 
86.1 
85.5 
80.1 
81.5 
84.8 
85.0 


83.1 
87.7 
85.5 


84.5 
82.2 
83.4 
83.8 


81.0 
85.8 
82.6 


85.4 
84.1 
81.2 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
89.3 


88.6 
90.0 


85.3 
89.6 
91.6 


89.5 
89.4 
90.6 
82.0 
86.8 
87.2 
89.5 


89.0 
93.4 
91.0 


90.3 
68.5 
89.0 
90.0 


87.9 
91.2 
87.9 


89.4 
90.4 
87.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

5.9« 


6.1* 
5.7* 


5.9* 
6.6* 
4.7* 


6.4* 

3.2* 

5.1 

1.9 

5.3* 

2.4 

4.5 


6.0* 
5.7* 
5.4* 


5.8* 
6.2* 
5.6* 
6.2* 


6.9* 
5.5* 
5.3* 


4.0* 
6.2* 
6.5* 
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Table  7-56 


WHATEVER  YOUR  PLANS*  00  YOU  THINK  YOU  HAVE  THE  ABILITY  TO  COMPLETE  C0LLE6E? 
(INDEFINITELY  NOT*  5=YES»  DEFINITELY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICA  J 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19172 


9082 
10090 


4072 
9398 
5250 


14510 
2185 
256 
151 
1175 
205 
663 


16476 
637 
2059 


4536 
5770 
5639 
3227 


6139 
8292 
4646 


3722 
9681 
5769 


2470999 


1192142 
1278857 


493307 
1250841 
673548 


1997851 
266273 
27443 
19443 
80499 
19395 
57152 


2216037 
74060 
180902 


599265 
745149 
744435 
382151 


795632 
1035577 
627752 


443363 
1206177 
821459 


MEAN 
4.03 


4.00 
4.06 


3.61 
3.99 
4.44 


4.03 
4.12 
4.29 
3.69 
3.80 
3.92 
3.91 


4.00 
4.34 
4.28 


4.05 
3.94 
4.03 
4.15 


3.76 
4.46 
3.66 


4.08 
4.11 
3.68 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
0.8 


1.0 
0.8 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
0.7 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


MEAN 
4.28 


4.23 
4.33 


3.91 
4.26 
4.62 


4.29 
4.31 
4.51 
4.08 
3.97 
4.14 
4.18 


4.25 
4.58 
4.54 


4.32 
4.24 
4.24 
4.38 


4.04 
4.67 
3.95 


4.29 
4.34 
4.18 


S.D. 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
0.9 
0.7 


0.9 
0.8 
0.7 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


1.0 
0.6 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


POOLED 
S.O. 

1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
0.9 
0.7 


1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.8 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.7 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.3* 


0.2* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.2* 


3* 
2* 
2 
4 

2* 
2 

3* 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 
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Table  7-53 

Perceptions  of  Others 

1980  1982 

Sophomores  Seniors  Difference 

Do  other  students  see  you  as... 

A  troublemaker                                      2.72  2.80  0.08* 

A  good  student                                       2.23  2.24  0.01 

Socially  active                                    1.98  1.96  -0.02 

Important                                              1.96  1.99  0.03* 

Popular                                                 1.95  2.00  0.05* 

An  athlete                                            1.84  1.74  -0.10* 

Part  of  the  leading  crowd                     1.80  1.81  0.01 

^Significant  difference 

Three  other  items  which  relate  to  self-concept  have  to  do  with 
popularity,  attractiveness,  and  ability.    The  results  for  these  items  are 
shown  in  Tables  7-54  to  7-56. 

As  can  be  seen,  students  showed  significant  increases  between  *  teir 
sophomore  and  senior  years  toward  more  positive  self-concept  on  each  of 
these  items.     In  1980,  78.4  percent  of  the  sophomores  said  they  were 
popular  with  other  students;  by  1982,  84.4  percent  of  these  students,  now 
seniors,  felt  they  were  popular.     In  1980,  83.4  percent  of  the  sophomores 
said  they  were  not  seen  as  unattractive;  by  1982  this  had  increased  to 
89.3  percent.     In  1980,  the  typical  sophomore  felt  that  she/he  probably 
had  the  ability  to  complete  college  (mean  4.03);  by  1982  this  mean  had 
increased  to  4.28,  a  difference  of  .30  scale  points  or  .3  of  the  standard 
deviation.    Again  we  find  higher  self-concept  among  high  SES  and  academic 
curriculum  students. 

Taken  together  these  two  sets  of         s  show  an  increase  in  positive 
self-concept  as  the  students  move  from  .aeir  sophomore  to  their  senior 
year  in  high  school. 

5.    Locus  of  Control 

The  final  set  of  attitude  variables  has  to  do  with  locus  of  control, 
or  the  extent  to  which  individuals  feel  able  to  control  their  own  destiny. 
This  construct  was  measured  by  a  six-point  scale.    The  scale  was  constructed 
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so  that  1  =  external  locus  of  control  or  a  feeling  that  others  control  one's 
life  and  4  -  internal  locus  of  control  or  a  feeling  of  being  able  to  control 
what  happens  to  oneself.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Table  7-57. 


Table  7-57 


Loc  is  of  Control 


Good  luck  is  more  important  than 
hard  work  ffpr  success 

Planning  only  makes  a  person 
unhappy 

What  happens  to  me  is  my  own 
doing 

When  I  make  plans,  I  am  almost 
certain  I  can  make  them  work 

When  I  try  to  get  ahead,  some- 
body stops  me 

People  who  accept  their  condition 
in  life  are  happier  than  those 
who  try  to  change 

*Significant  difference 


1980  1982 

Sophomores  Seniors  Difference 

3.13  3.18  0.05* 

3.03  3.06  0.03* 

2.98  3.05  0.07* 

2.93  3.03  0.10* 

2.79  2.86  0.07* 

2.47  2.67  0.20* 


As  can  be  seen,  there  were  significant  increases  for  those  students 
between  1980  and  1982  toward  more  internalized  locus  of  control.  As  was 
the  case  with  self-concept,  more  internalized  locus  of  control  was  found 
among  high  SES  and  academic  curriculum  students. 

6.    Other  Attitudes 


Students  were  also  asked  several  questions  about  their  attitudes  toward 
school  and  certain  subjects.    Table  7-58  shows  the  extent  of  agreement  with 
the  statement  "I  like  to  work  hard  in  school."    Approximately  56  percent  of 
the  students  responded  true  to  this  statement.    As  can  be  seen,  although 
there  was  no  significant  sophomore-to-senior-year  change  for  all  students, 
this  average  masks  a  considerable  sex  difference  in  responses.  Sophomore 
males  had  a  lower  agreement  level  than  sophomore  females.    In  addition, 
there  was  a  significant  decline  in  males  agreeing  with  this  item  between 
the  sophomore  and  senior  years  while  females  showed  a  significant  increase. 
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Table  7-58 


I  LIKE  TO  NORK  HARD  IN  SCHOOL 
C  PERCENT  TRUE ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COHPARISC*  S  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
HHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19078 


9019 
10059 


4091 
9402 
5162 


14370 
2195 
245 
147 
1214 
213 
668 


16408 
622 
2048 


4476 
5738 
5675 
3189 


6144 
8181 
4658 


3700 
9597 
5781 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2456884 


1183939 
1272946 


493325 
1252874 
661521 


1979862 
267456 
26474 
19162 
83015 
20778 
57751 


2201277 
73417 
182190 


591917 
741775 
748048 
375144 


794285 
1024212 
626622 


440209 
1195972 
820704 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

56.1 


49.1 
62.6 


55.8 
54.8 
58.7 


53, 
71, 
68, 
59, 
59, 
60. 
56, 


56.1 
56.3 
55.7 


52.8 
53.6 
59.9 
58.7 


47.6 
65.6 
51.4 


62.5 
55.2 
54.1 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
56.1 


46.6 
64.9 


58.1 
54.5 
57.4 


53.6 
71.0 
70.3 
59.5 
62.7 
55.8 
55.3 


56.2 
53.1 
56.2 


52.4 
54.4 
59.0 
59.4 


45.3 
65.6 
54.1 


61.3 
54.8 
55.2 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-0.0 


-2.5» 
2.3» 


2.2 
-0.3 
-1.3 


-0.0 
-0.3 

1.4 
-0.2 

2.9 
-5.1 
-0.8 


0.0 
-3.2 
0.4 


-0.3 
0.8 

-1.0 
0.7 


-2.4 
-0.0 
2.7 


-1.2 
-0.4 
1.1 
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Table  7-59 

I  AH  INTERESTED  IN  SCHOOL 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


KALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19806 


9443 
10365 


4310 
9701 
5319 


14789 
2345 
265 
156 
1308 
218 
698 


17077 
636 
2095 


4550 
5864 
6013 
3381 


6393 
8437 
4879 


3865 
9957 
5986 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2546614 


1237681 
1308934 


518083 
1291519 
681032 


2036625 
288366 
28642 
19886 
68706 
20969 
60409 


2286299 
7374fc 
166573 


600393 
756291 
794831 
395099 


826353 
1054206 
653727 


459257 
1242364 
644993 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

79.2 


75.4 
82.8 


76.2 
78.2 
83.7 


77.8 
87.4 
88.8 
72.7 
83.3 
83.9 
77.8 


79.1 
79.9 
80.8 


75.2 
78.3 
81.3 
82.7 


72.6 
87.5 
74.2 


82.1 
79.3 
77.5 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 

75.2 


70.9 
79.1 


74.4 
73.6 
79.2 


73, 
64. 
63, 
70, 
79. 
78, 
77, 


74.9 
81.9 
76.2 


73.0 
74.7 
76.9 
75.7 


66.2 
85.2 
70.3 


77.1 
75.1 
74.2 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-4.0* 


-4.4* 
-3.7* 


-1.9 

-4.6* 

-4.5* 


-4.3* 
-2.8* 
-5.8 
-2.4 
-3.5 
-5.6 
0.1 


-4.2* 

2.0 
-4.6* 


-2.2 
-3.6* 
-4.4* 
-7.0* 


-6.4* 
-2.3* 
-3.8* 


-5.0* 
-4.2* 
-3.3* 
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The  students  were  asked,  as  sophomores  and  as  seniors,  if  they 
agreed  with  the  statement  "I  am  interested  in  school The  results  are 
shown  in  Table  7-59.    Approximately  three-quarters  of  the  seniors  agreed 
with  this  statement.    As  can  be  seen,  there  was  a  slight  but  significant 
decrease  in  interest  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years.    This  decline 
in  interest  was  greatest  among  middle  and  high  SES  students,  students  in 
public  and  Catholic  schools,  students  from  the  West,  students  from  urban 
communities,  and  students  enrolled  in  the  general  curriculum.  Females 
and  minority  students  tended  to  indicate  more  interest  in  school  than 
males  and  Whites.    However,  interest  in  school  increased  with  higher  SES. 
Academic  curriculum  students  reported  more  interest  in  school  than  did 
general  or  vocational  curriculum  students. 

The  students  were  asked  in  1980  if  they  found  English  and  mathematics 
courses  interesting  and  if  they  felt  that  these  courses  would  be  useful  in 
their  futures.    The  results  are  summarized  in  Tables  7-60  and  7-61.  More 
detailed  results  are  given  in  Appendix  E.    These  tables  are  included 
here,  rather  than  in  the  dropout  chapter  because  of  their  relevence  for 
in-school  subjects. 

Table  7-60 
Courses  Useful  in  Future 


Mathematics 


All 
Sophs « 

59.4 


All  Stayers 
Stayers      Acad.    Gen.      Voc < 


61.0 


67.1      58.0  57.2 


All 


50.8 


Dropouts 


Dropouts      Acad.    Gen.  Voc, 


57.8     49.6  51.9 


English/ 
Literature 


56.0         57.4         62.4      55.5      53.3         48.6         51.8     49.2  47.9 
Table  7-61 


Courses  Interest  ing 


English/ 
Literature 

Mathematics 


All  All  Stayers 

Sophs .  Stayers  Acad.    Gen.  Voc. 

32.4  32.3  35.0      30.7  29.9 

32.0  32.8  39.4      30.0  27.9 


All  Dropouts 

Dropouts  Acad.    Gen.    Voc . 

33.0  30.9      33.9  33.5 

27.8  34.4      29.0  22.6 


As  can  be  seen,  more  than  half  of  all  sophomores  felt  that  mathematics 
and  English  courses  could  be  useful  in  the  future.    However,  only  about  a 
third  of  all  sophomores  found  these  courses  interesting.     Students  who 
stayed  in  school  were  more  likely  to  feel  that  math  and  English  would  be 
useful  than  were  students  who  became  dropouts.     Students  who  stayed  in 
school  also  found  mathematics,  but  not  English,  more  interesting  than  did 
those  who  later  dropped  out. 
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Among  the  students  who  remained  in  school,  academic  students  were  more 
likely  to  feel  that  English  and  mathematics  would  be  useful  in  the  future  than 
were  students  u  the  general  or  vocational  curriculum.    Academic  students  also 
found  these  courses  more  interesting  than  did  general  or  voational  students. 

The  students  were  also  asked  in  1980  several  questions  exploring  how  they 
felt  about  their  English  and  mathematics  classes.    The  results  are  shown  in 
Tables  7-62  and  7-63,    The  scores  are  the  total  of  positive  responses  to  the 
four  items  related  to  each  course  area  (at  ease  in  class,  not  tense,  not 
scared,  do  not  dread). 

As  can  be  seen,  students  who  remained  in  school  had  significantly  more 
positive  feelings  about  English  and  mathematics  classes  than  did  the  students 
who  became  dropouts.    Females  had  more  posit 'e  feelings  about  English  than 
did  males  but  less  positive  feelings  toward  uiathematics.    Feelings  became  more 
positive  with  increasing  SES  and  were  more  positive  in  the  academic  than  the 
general  or  vocational  curriculum.    Hispanic  students  had  less  positive  feelings 
about  English  than  did  Whites  or  Blacks.    Asian  Americans  had  more  positive 
feelings  toward  mathematics  than  did  students  from  ether  racial/ethnic  groups. 

In  summary,  this  section  shows  that  students  placed  higher  values  on 
success  at  work  than  on  altruistic  achievement.     It  also  shows  that  the 
typical  senior  expected  to  start  a  regular  job  before  age  20,  live  in 
her/his  own  home  or  apartment  about  age  21,  finish  his/her  full-time 
education  before  age  22,  marry  at  about  age  23,  and  have  a  child  before 
age  25.    Between  their  sophomore  and  senior  years,  the  students'  sex  role 
attitudes  changed  significantly  and  there  were  also  significant  changes 
toward  more  positive  self  concept  and  more  internalized  locus  of  control. 
Students  interest  in  school  declined  between  their  sophomore  and  senior 
years. 
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Table  7-62 


,PniMT  rtr  .      FEELINGS  ABOUT  ENGLISH  CLASSES 

(COUNT  OF  AT  EASE;  NOT  TENSE;  NOT  SCARED ;  NOT  DREAD  CLASS) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1960 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

HIDnLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

AS  I  AN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


24930  3278 


12317  1648 
12613  1630 


6046  776 
11747  1581 
6140  787 


17810  2513 

3325  423 

326  35 

256  33 

1885  142 

331  36 

907  84 


21850  2983 
722  93 
2358  202 


5408  718 

7229  935 

7916  1088 

4377  536 


5309  662 
12277  1563 
7344  1052 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


MEAN 
2.85 


2.71 
2.99 


2.66 
2.85 
3.10 


2.86 
2.94 
2.75 
2.63 
2.71 
2.58 
2.66 


2.83 
2.96 
3.03 


2.97 
2.82 
2.76 
2.90 


10983  1479  2.75 
8547  1052  3.12 
4897     682  2.66 


2.94 
2.90 
2.72 


S.D. 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.4 
1.3 
1.3 


1.4 
1.2 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.4 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 

N 


22591  2777 


11112 
11479 


1382 
1395 


16421  2170 

2925  344 

308  32 

201  24 

1612  108 

261  25 

792  67 


19604  2504 
692  79 
2295  194 


5015  635 

6667  817 

6979  887 

3930  438 


9734  1208 
8263  988 
4192  535 


4637  525 
11320  1355 
6634  896 


MEAN 
2.90 


2,77 
3.04 


5099     588  2.72 
10827    1376  2.88 
5897     726  3.12 


2.91 
2,97 
2,74 
2,78 
2.76 
2.61 
2.69 


2.89 
2.98 
3.04 


3.01 
2.87 
2.83 
2.95 


2.80 
3.15 
2.71 


2.99 
2.96 
2.77 


S.D. 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


SOPHOMORES 
WO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMF 
N 


WTD 
N 


2339  501 


1205 
1134 


947 
920 
243 


1389 
400 
18 
55 
273 
70 
115 


266 
235 


188 
204 
61 


344 
79 
2 
9 
34 
11 
17 


MEAN 
2.54 


2.42 
2.68 


2.47 
2.61 
2.79 


2.50 
2.80 
2.83 
2.23 
2.54 
2.50 
2.57 


2246  480  2.53 
30  U  2.87 
63         8  2.70 


1249  271  2.54 
284  64  2,75 
705      147  2.49 


672  137  2.74 
957  208  2.51 
710      156  2.41 


S.O. 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.2 
1.0 
1.4 
1.4 
1.2 
1.3 


1.4 
1.4 
1.2 


393 

83 

2.68 

1.4 

562 

119 

2.49 

1.4 

937 

202 

2.46 

1.4 

447 

97 

2.66 

1.4 

1.4 
1.5 
1.3 


1.3 
1.4 
1.4 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 

STAYERS  SIZE 

-0.36*  -0.28 


-0.35* 
-0.36* 


-0.25* 
-0.27* 
-0.34 


-0.41* 
-0.18 
0.09 
-0.55 
-0.21 
-0.11 
-0.12 


-0.36* 

-0.11 

-0.33 


-0,33* 
-0.38* 
-0.38* 
-0.29* 


-0,26* 
-0,40* 
-0.22 


-0.25* 
-0.45* 
-0.36* 


-0.26 
-0.28 


-0.18 
-0.20 
-0.28 


-0.31 
-0.15 
0.07 
-0.43 
-0.17 
-0.09 
-0.09 


-0.28 
-0.08 
-0.26 


-0.27 
-0.28 
-0.29 
-0.23 


-C.19 
-0.33 
-0.17 


-0.20 
-0.35 
-0.27 
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Table  7-63 


FEE LINOS  ABOUT  MATHEMATICS  CLASSES 
(COUNT  OP  AT  EASE  I  NOT  TENSE I  NOT  SCARED!  NOT  ORE  AO  CLASS) 


ALL  SOPHONORES-1980 


AIL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 


SAMP 
N 


NTD 
N 


MEAN 
C.74 


S.O. 
1.4 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  POLLONUP 


SAMP 

N 


NTD 
N 


mis  ztu 


MEAN 

C.76 


S.O. 
1.4 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
SEPORE  SENIOR  FOLLOW? 


SAMP 
N 


NTD 
N 


C294  493 


MEAN 
2.59 


S.D. 
1.4 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS 


-0.17« 


SIZE 
-O.lt 


ttxt 


MALI 

1CC04 

1434 

2.65 

1.3 

11014 

1370 

2.69 

1.3 

1192 

264 

C.65 

1.3 

-0.25« 

-0.19 

FEMALE 

12504 

141S 

2.42 

1.4 

11404 

1365 

2.43 

1.4 

1102 

229 

C.53 

1.5 

-0.10 

-0.07 

StSt 

LOM 

S979 

7*7 

2.46 

1.4 

5049 

563 

2.70 

1.4 

930 

165 

2.62 

1.4 

-0.06 

-0.04 

MIOOLE 

11646 

1S44 

2.74 

1.4 

10745 

1366 

C.76 

1.4 

903 

COO 

2.55 

1.5 

•0.21 

-0.15 

NXON 

4114 

70S 

2.61 

1.4 

5672 

723 

2.61 

1.4 

242 

61 

2.73 

1.3 

-0.06 

-0.06 

RACE* 
UHtTt 

174S4 

2492 

2. 73 

1.4 

16292 

2133 

2.77 

1.4 

1362 

339 

2.59 

1.4 

-0.16* 

-0.13 

SLACK 

3C44 

419 

2.74 

1.3 

2903 

342 

2.75 

1.3 

391 

77 

2.67 

1.3 

•0.06 

-0.06 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

924 

33 

2.91 

1.2 

306 

32 

2.90 

1.3 

16 

2 

2.99 

1.0 

0.06 

0.07 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

ESS 

33 

2.42 

1.3 

197 

24 

2.69 

1.2 

55 

9 

2.42 

1.3 

-0.27 

-o.ec 

MEXICAN*  AMERICAN 

IDAS 

140 

2.62 

1.3 

1600 

107 

2.61 

1.3 

265 

33 

2.64 

1.3 

0.03 

0.02 

PUERTO  RICAN 

35 

2.50 

1.3 

261 

25 

2.55 

1.3 

66 

11 

2.40 

1.3 

-0.14 

-0.11 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

90S 

64 

2.64 

1.4 

766 

66 

2.67 

1.4 

116 

16 

2.55 

1.3 

-0.12 

-0.06 

SCHOOL  TYPE! 
PUBLIC 

21644 

2954 

2.74 

1.4 

19443 

2464 

2.76 

1.4 

2203 

472 

2.59 

1.4 

-0.16* 

-0.13 

PRIVATE 

ns 

92 

2.62 

1.4 

666 

76 

2.65 

1.4 

30 

14 

2.63 

1.3 

-0.22 

-0.16 

CATHOLIC 

2345 

201 

2.49 

1.4 

2267 

194 

2.66 

1.4 

61 

7 

2.95 

1.1 

0.26 

0.19 

•IOBRAPHIC  RESIGN  i 

NORTHEAST 

S34S 

712 

2.65 

1.3 

4966 

631 

2.66 

1.4 

362 

61 

2.63 

1.3 

-0.02 

-O.OC 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7144 

924 

2.71 

1.4 

6596 

606 

2.73 

1.4 

546 

116 

2.60 

1.4 

-0.13 

-0.09 

SOUTH 

7S5S 

1060 

2.66 

1.4 

6929 

661 

2.72 

1.4 

929 

199 

2.51 

1.4 

-0.21* 

-0.16 

NEST 

4342 

S3E 

2.73 

1.4 

3905 

436 

t.77 

1.4 

437 

96 

2.55 

1.4 

-0.21 

-0.15 

CURRICULUM! 

SENERAL 

1QS79 

1444 

2.66 

1.4 

9653 

1197 

2.69 

1.4 

1226 

266 

2.63 

1.4 

-0.06 

-0.04 

ACAOEMXC 

OSES 

1046 

2.66 

1.4 

6240 

966 

2.67 

1.4 

260 

63 

2.66 

1.4 

-0.19 

-0.14 

VOCATIONAL 

4S24 

671 

2.66 

1.4 

4133 

526 

2.73 

1.3 

691 

143 

2.50 

1.4 

-0.C3 

-0.17 

COMMUNITY  TY»C1 

URBAN 

SE67 

654 

2.73 

1.4 

4610 

522 

2.78 

1.4 

657 

135 

2.56 

1.4 

-0.22 

-0.16 

SUBURBAN 

12173 

1549 

2.77 

1.4 

11235 

1345 

2.76 

1.4 

936 

204 

2.65 

1.4 

-0.14 

-0.10 

RURAL 

727t 

1043 

2.69 

1.4 

4573 

669 

2.72 

1.4 

699 

154 

2.55 

1.4 

-0.17 

-0.12 

MOTH  MEMNTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Chapter  8 

THE  DROPOUTS  VERSUS  SCHOOL  STAYERS 

This  chapter  begins  by  examining  the  reasons  given  by  the  dropouts 
for  leaving  school  and  a  summary  of  their  activities  from  1980  to  1982. 
Next  we  contrast  school  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  their 
questionnaire  responses  in  the  following  areas;    (1)  post -high  school 
plans  and  aspirations,  (2)  school  attitudes  and  behaviors,  (3)  behaviors 
outside  of  school,  and  (4)  attitudes  towards  self  and  society.  Contrasts 
between  school  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  demographics  and 
family  variables  have  been  discussed  in  Chapter  2.    Comparisons  between 
school  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  cognitive  and  life  skill 
outcomes  have  been  presented  in  Chapter  6. 

Tables  contrasting  dropouts  and  stayers  are  presented  only  for  those 
contrasts  which  are  considered  important  and  where  the  differences  are 
statistically  significant  and  also  have  an  effect  size  equal  to  or 
greater  than  ten  percent  of  a  standard  deviation  for  continuous  variables. 
Where  the  variables  are  reported  in  terms  of  percentages,  the  difference 
must  be  statistically  significant  and  show  at  least  a  five  percentage 
point  differential. 

A.     REASONS  FOR  LEAVING  SCHOOL 

Table  8-1  summarizes  the  reasons  given  by  dropouts  for  leaving 
school.     In  the  total  sample  the  predominant  reasons  for  leaving  school 
were  poor  grades  and  dislike  of  schooling.    A  sizeable  percentage  also 
left  school  because  they  were  offered  a  job  and  chose  to  work.    Next  in 
line  of  importance  were  marriage  and  problems  getting  along  with  teachers. 
It  is  interesting  to  note  that  not  getting  along  with  other  students  was 
a  rarely  mentioned  reason  for  dropping  out. 

Inspection  of  male-female  differences  with  respect  to  the  dominant 
reasons  for  dropping  out  suggests  that  males  are  more  likely  to  leave  because 
(1)  they  had  poor  grades,  (2)  they  did  not  like  school,  (3)  they  were 
offered  a  job  and  chose  to  work,  and  (4)  they  could  not  get  along  with 
their  teachers.    Females  are  more  likely  than  males  to  leave  because 
(1)  they  did  not  like  school,  (2)  they  planned  to  marry,  (3)  they  had  poor 
grades,  and  (4)  pregnancy.     In  summary,  males1  reasons  for  leaving  tend  to 
be  related  to  performance  (grades)  and  to  behavior  (expulsion  or  inability 
to  get  along  with  teachers).    Females  leave  for  performance  reasons  and 
marital  and/or  pregnancy  problems. 

Approximately  38  percent  of  the  dropouts  said  that  they  felt  leaving 
school  had  been  a  good  decision  for  them;  42  percent  felt  it  had  not  been 
a  good  decision  and  20  percent  were  not  sure  whether  it  was  a  good  or  a 
bad  decision. 
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Table  8- J 


Reasons  Given  by  Dropouts  for  Leaving  School 

Total 

Males 

Females 

Reasons  for  Leaving 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Expelled  or  Suspended 

9.5 

13.0 

5.3 

Getting  Married 

17.8 

6.8 

30.7 

Pregnancy 

10.9 

— 

23.4 

Poor  Grades 

33.0 

35.9 

29.7 

Support  Their  Families 

11.1 

13.6 

8.3 

Offered  A  Job  and  Chose  to  Work 

19.5 

26.9 

10.7 

Entered  Military 

4.3 

7.2 

.8 

Too  Far  to  Go  to  School 

3.6 

2.2 

5.3 

Did  Not  Like  School 

33.1 

34.8 

31.1 

School  Grounds  Too  Dangerous 

2.3 

2.7 

1.7 

Wanted  to  Travel 

6.8 

7.0 

6.5 

Friends  Dropping  Out 

4.6 

6.5 

2.3 

Could  Not  Get  Program  I  Wanted 

6.1 

7.5 

4.5 

Illness  or  Disability 

5.5 

4.6 

6.5 

Could  Not  Get  Along  with  Teachers 

15.5 

20.6 

9.5 

Could  Not  Get  Along  with  Other 

5.6 

5.4 

5.9 

Students 
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B.    1980-1982  ACTIVITIES 

The  dropouts  were  asked  at  the  time  of  the  1982  follow-up  to  indicate 
their  current  activities.    Forty-seven  percent  said  they  were  working  for 
pay  either  full-time  or  part-time,  29  percent  said  they  were  looking  for 
work,  16  percent  said  they  were  homemakers,  4  percent  reported  being  in 
military  service,  6  percent  said  they  were  on  temporarily  layoff  from  a 
job  or  waiting  to  start  a  job,  and  nine  percent  said  they  were  "taking  a 
break  from  school."    Fifty-six  percent  said  they  had  done  some  kind  of 
work  for  pay  during  the  week  preceding  the  follow-up.    Only  5  percent  had 
never  worked  for  pay  since  dropping  out  of  high  school.    Of  those  who  had 
ever  been  employed,  food  service  jobs  were  the  most  common,  reported  by 
18  percent.    Ten  percent  had  held  jobs  in  manual  labor  and  ten  percent 
had  held  sales  jobs. 

Table  8-2  summarizes  the  training  and  education  activities  of  the 
dropouts  since  high  school.    Twenty-one  percent  of  the  dropouts  indicated 
that  they  had  participated  in  some  kind  of  noncredit  education  or  training 
program  since  leaving  high  school.    The  largest  numbers  were  enrolled  in 
a  GED  program  or  were  involved  in  on-the-job-training.    Twelve  percent  of 
the  dropouts  said  they  were  being  trained  for  a  specific  type  of  work. 

In  addition  to  the  training  described  above,  some  dropouts  had  also 
received  more  formal  education.     Seventeen  percent  indicated  that  they 
hod  received  academic  tutoring  or  had  taken  remedial  courses.  Seventeen 
percent  of  the  dropouts  also  indicated  that  they  had  enrolled  in  *n 
educational  institution  since  they  dropped  out  of  high  school.  The 
largest  number  (approximately  ten  percent  of  all  dropouts)  had  taken 
courses  at  a  vocational,  trade  or  business  school;  approximately  five 
percent  of  the  dropouts  had  enrolled  in  courses  at  a  junior  or  community 
college. 
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Dropout  Participation 

Participated  in  some  form  of  job 
training  or  noncredit  education 

Type  of  education/training 

GED  program 

On-the-job  training 

Employer  provided  instruction 

Apprenticeship 

Manpower  development 

Work  incentive  (WIN) 

Neighborhood  Youth  Corps 

CETA 

Other  education  and  training 

Correspondence  course 

Noncredit  courses  for 
enrichment 

Other  programs 


e  8-2 

n  Training,  1980  to  1982 


All 

Dropouts  Males  Females 

21.1%  24.6%  17.0% 

8.3  9.7  6.6 

7.9  9.3  6.3 

2.2  2.1  2.3 

0.6  1.0  0.1 

1.2  2.2  0.1 

0.4  0.6  0.2 

1.5  1.8  1.1 

2.0  2.3  1.6 
2.5  1.8  3.3 

1.1  0.7  1.7 

1.5  2.1  0.7 

1.0  0.9  1.2 


The  type  of  educational  training  categories  are  not  mutually  exclusive  and 
thus  the  percentages  are  not  strictly  additive. 
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C.  EDUCATIONAL  PLANS  AND  ASPIRATIONS 

This  section  and  those  which  follow  it  compare  the  dropouts  and 
stayers  on  several  critical  dimensions.    Tables  8-3  and  8-4  present 
contrasts  between  school  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  educational 
plans  (Table  8-3)  and  the  "lowest  level  of  education  you  would  be  satis- 
fied with    (Table  8-4).    Inspection  of  Tables  8-3  and  8-4  indicate  that 
levels  of  education  planned  and  educational  aspirations  are  considerably 
higher  for  the  sophomores  who  remained  in  high  school.     It  is  also 
interesting  to  note  that  this  differential  in  favor  of  school  stayers  is 
considerably  greater  when  dealing  with  plans  (Table  8-3)  than  with 
aspirations  (Table  8-4).    This  result  is  primarily  a  function  of  the  fact 
that  the  school  stayers  tend  to  have  a  greater  positive  gap  between  their 
educational  plans  and  the  minimum  level  they  would  be  satisfied  with.  It 
is  interesting  to  note  that  even  the  typical  dropout  plans  to  pursue 
her/his  education  beyond  a  high  school  degree  (a  code  of  "2"  is  high 
school  graduate). 

In  a  question  asked  of  dropouts  only,  "Do  you  plan  to  go  back  to 
school  eventually  to  get  a  diploma  or  to  take  a  high  school  equivalency 
test?",  approximately  19  percent  of  the  dropouts  indicated  that  they 
planned  to  return  to  school  and  52  percent  said  they  planned  to  take  a 
high  school  equivalency  test. 

Sophomores  were  asked  retrospectively  if  they  expected  to  go  to 
college  when  they  were:    (1)  in  the  sixth  grade,  (2)  seventh  grade, 
(3)  eighth  grade,  and  (4)  ninth  grade.     School  stayers  at  each  grade 
level  were  more  likely  than  dropouts  to  report  that  they  expected  to  go 
to  college.    This  differential  in  favor  of  stayers  was  relatively  large, 
about  one-half  a  standard  deviation,  and  tended  to  increase  with  each 
grade  level.    This  increased  differential  in  favor  of  school  stayers  re- 
sulted from  the  school  stayers  having  increased  their  level  of  educational 
plans  at  each  succeeding  grade,  while  the  dropouts  were  more  likely  to 
have  locked  themselves  into  an  educational  plan  relatively  early  in  their 
schooling  process.    Table  8-5  below  presents  a  summary  of  these  results. 

D.  SCHOOL  ATTITUDES  AND  BEHAVIORS 

Peer  and  best  friend  support  systems  are  thought  to  be  important 
factors  in  determining  the  school  behaviors  and  the  a  titudes  of  any  given 
high  school  student.    The  following  summary  (Table  8-6)  contrasts  school 
stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  the  behaviors  and  attitudes  of  their 
best  friends. 

The  largest  difference  between  school  stayers  and  dropouts  is  in  the 
percentage  who  have  friends  who  are  interested  in  school  and/or  plan  to 
go  to  college.     It  is  interesting  to  note  that  not  only  do  these  two 
variables  show  large  differentials,  but  they  are  also  characterized  by 
relatively  low  percentages.    That  is,  regardless  of  the  school  stayer  or 
dropout  group,  your  best  friend  is  more  likely  to  be  popular  than  to  be 
interested  in  school  and/or  planning  to  go  to  college.    Popular  students 
may  not  be  interested  in  school  or  going  to  college  but  they  may  be 
everybody's  best  friend. 
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Table  8-3 


AS  THINGS  STAND  NOW,  HOW  FAR  IN  SCHOOL  DO  YOU  THINK  YOU  HILL  6ET? 
<1=LESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL*  5=GRADUATE  DEGREE ) 


ALL  SDPH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FDLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FDLLOWUP 


LKUrUUl 3 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D . 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TftTAI 
IUI  ML 

24231 

31ol 

3.  27 

1.1 

22026 

2711 

3.36 

1.1 

2205 

470 

2.61 

1.0 

-0.78* 

-0.74 

SEX' 

MALE 

XXtXD 

X  99 
3.  22 

1  •  X 

T  A7AQ 

X3**3 

X  XA 
3.  3*9 

X  •  X 

1127 

247 

2.57 

1.0 

-0. 76* 

-0.72 

FFMmI  F 

1  9X1  E 

J*  32 

1  1 

11237 

X30O 

X  A.X 

3.43 

1  A 

1 .  u 

1  A  TO 

1978 

222 

2.65 

1.1 

-0.78* 

-0.7A 

SES: 

LOW 

5871 

754 

2.76 

1.0 

4952 

57? 

2.88 

1.0 

919 

181 

2.3b 

1.0 

-0.50* 

-0.51 

MIDDLE 

11494 

1  C&A 

X  99 

1  A 

X  .  U 

1  AA1  A 

1  IRA 
XJDU 

X  90 

1  A 

X.U 

AAA 

oof 

1  TO 

2.69 

1.0 

-0.61* 

"0.61 

HIGH 

DU  99 

/  /■» 

1  A 

X  .U 

EAA9 

Sou  2 

/X9 

A  A1 

■f  .01 

a  a 

U.9 

233 

59 

3. 14 

1.1 

-0.07* 

-0.94 

RACE* 

WHITE 

17433 

2456 

3.29 

1.1 

16113 

2131 

3.40 

1.0 

1320 

325 

2.55 

1.0 

-0.85* 

-0.81 

BLACK 

3189 

405 

3.27 

1.1 

2816 

332 

3.37 

1.1 

373 

73 

2.84 

1.1 

-0.53* 

-0.48 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

318 

33 

3.91 

1.0 

301 

31 

4.00 

1.0 

17 

2 

2.89 

1.1 

-1.11 

-1.12 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

240 

31 

2.96 

1.1 

191 

23 

3.16 

1.1 

8 

2.38 

0.9 

-0.78* 

-0.70 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1806 

135 

2.96 

1.1 

1550 

103 

3.09 

1.1 

256 

32 

2.52 

1.0 

-0.57* 

-0.54 

PUERTO  RICAN 

311 

33 

3.16 

1.1 

245 

23 

3.31 

1.1 

66 

10 

2.83 

0.9 

-0.48 

-0.43 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

872 

81 

3.24 

1.1 

760 

64 

3.33 

1.0 

112 

17 

2.89 

1.1 

-0.45 

-0.43 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

21226 

2894 

3.22 

1.1 

19108 

2444 

3.33 

1.1 

2118 

450 

2.60 

1.0 

-0.73* 

-0.70 

PRIVATE 

699 

89 

3.68 

1.0 

671 

76 

3.80 

1.0 

28 

13 

2.91 

1.0 

-0.89* 

-0.91 

CATHOLIC 

2306 

198 

3.82 

1.0 

2247 

191 

3.87 

1.0 

59 

7 

2.66 

1.1 

-1.21* 

-1.26 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5208 

693 

3.36 

1.1 

4843 

615 

3.46 

1.1 

365 

77 

2.58 

1.1 

-0.88* 

-0.82 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7095 

917 

3.22 

1.1 

6555 

803 

3.32 

1.0 

540 

114 

2.54 

1.0 

-0.79* 

-0.77 

SOUTH 

7684 

1055 

3.20 

1.1 

6799 

865 

3.33 

1.1 

885 

190 

2.63 

1.0 

-0.69* 

-0.65 

WEST 

4244 

516 

3.38 

1.1 

3829 

428 

3.52 

1.0 

415 

89 

2.69 

1.0 

-0.83* 

-0.81 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10703 

1440 

3.03 

1.0 

9514 

1181 

3.14 

1.0 

1189 

259 

2.52 

1.0 

-0.62* 

-0.62 

ACADEMIC 

8391 

1032 

3.94 

0.9 

8118 

973 

3.97 

0.9 

273 

59 

3.33 

1.1 

-0.64* 

-0.70 

VOCATIONAL 

4703 

652 

2.79 

0.9 

4036 

516 

2.87 

0.9 

667 

136 

2.48 

1.0 

-0.39* 

-0.44 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

5113 

636 

3.31 

1.1 

4488 

510 

3.44 

1.1 

625 

126 

2.79 

1.1 

-0.65* 

-0.61 

SUBURBAN 

11953 

1519 

3.38 

1.1 

11050 

1323 

3.48 

1.0 

903 

196 

2.69 

1.0 

-0.79* 

-0.76 

RURAL 

7165 

1027 

3.08 

1.1 

6486 

879 

3.20 

1.0 

677 

148 

2.34 

0.9 

-0.86* 

-0.84 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-4 


NHAT  IS  THE  LOWEST  LEVEL  OF  EDUCATION  YOU  WOULO  BE  SATISFIED  NirH' 
(1=LESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL;  5=GRADUATE  DEGREE ) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION? 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


23476  3087 


11417  1527 
12059  1560 


17101  2413 

2933  370 

310  33 

228  29 

1704  127 

300  32 

837  77 


20525  2802 
696  83 
2255  197 


5167  685 

6775  880 

7350  1009 

4184  513 


10345  1390 
8270  1023 
4437  618 


4866  608 
11672  1485 
6938  994 


MEAN 
2.76 


2.75 
2.76 


5601      718  2.42 
11246    1517  2.66 
5942      764  3.29 


2.74 
2.87 
3.35 
2.63 
2.55 
2.80 
2.80 


2.72 
3.08 
3.14 


2.82 
2.68 
2.74 
2.86 


2.56 
3.23 
2.44 


2.81 
2.84 
2.61 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


SAMP 
N 


10378 
11035 


4820 
6286 
6520 
3787 


WTO 
N 


21413  2640 


1294 
1345 


4745  547 
10397  1326 
5716  706 


15826  2094 
2619  308 

294 

182 
1466 

240 

734 


31 
22 
97 
22 
61 


18543  2375 
670  75 
2200  190 


612 
775 
828 

424 


9227  1145 
8004  963 
3837  492 


4288  488 
10813  1298 
6312  854 


DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

H 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

2.83 

0.9 

2063 

447 

2.34 

0.9 

-0.49* 

2.83 

0.9 

1039 

233 

2.34 

0.8 

-0.49* 

2.83 

0.9 

1024 

214 

2.35 

0.9 

-0.48* 

2.48 

0.8 

856 

171 

2.22 

0.8 

-0.26* 

2.71 

0.9 

849 

191 

2.33 

0.8 

-0.38* 

3.33 

0.9 

226 

58 

2.74 

1.0 

-0.59* 

2.82 

0.9 

1275 

319 

2.26 

0.8 

-0.55* 

2.91 

1.0 

314 

62 

2.65 

1.0 

-0.26* 

3.42 

1.0 

16 

2 

2.36 

0.8 

-1.07* 

2.74 

0.9 

46 

8 

2.32 

1.0 

-0.42 

2.60 

0.9 

238 

30 

2.40 

0.9 

-0.21 

2.90 

0.9 

60 

9 

2.57 

0.8 

-0.33 

2.86 

1.0 

103 

16 

2.57 

0.9 

-0.29 

2.79 

0.9 

1982 

428 

2.34 

0.9 

-0.45* 

3.20 

1.0 

26 

12 

2.33 

1.0 

-0.87* 

3.16 

0.9 

55 

7 

2.69 

1.0 

-0.46 

2.89 

1.0 

347 

73 

2.29 

0.9 

-0.59* 

2.74 

0.9 

489 

105 

2.23 

0.8 

-0.51* 

2.81 

0.9 

830 

180 

2.40 

0.9 

-0.41* 

2.95 

0.9 

397 

89 

2.40 

0.9 

-0.55* 

2.63 

0.9 

1118 

245 

2.26 

0.8 

-0.37* 

3.25 

0.9 

266 

60 

2.76 

1.0 

-0.50* 

2.48 

e.a 

600 

127 

2.28 

0.8 

-0.20* 

2.89 

0.9 

578 

120 

2.49 

0.9 

-0.40* 

2.91 

0.9 

859 

187 

2.36 

0.8 

-0.55* 

2.67 

0.9 

626 

140 

2.19 

0.8 

-0.48* 

-0.52 


-0.52 
-0.52 


-0.31 
-0.44 
-0.65 


-0.60 
-0.26 
-1.05 
-0.45 
-0.23 
-0.37 
-0.30 


-0.49 
-0.88 
-0.49 


-0.62 
-0.57 
-0.44 
-0.58 


-0.43 
-0.53 
-0.25 


-0.42 
-0.58 
-0.54 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


305 


ERLC 


-284- 


Table  8-5 

College-Going  Plans  by  Grade  in  School 
(Key:     1  -  No,  2  -  Not  Sure,  3  =  Yes) 


Did  You  Expect  to 
Go  to  College  When 
You  Were  in  the: 

Dropouts 

Sophomores  Who      Sophomores  Who         Minus  Effect 
Stayed  in  School       Dropped  Out        Stayers  Size 


MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

Sixth  Grade 

2.18 

.8 

1.85 

.8 

-.33* 

-.42 

Seventh  Grade 

2.24 

.8 

1.85 

.8 

-.39* 

-.49 

Eighth  Grade 

2.34 

.8 

1.88 

.9 

-.45* 

-.56 

Ninth  Grade 

2.42 

.8 

1.92 

.8 

-.50* 

-.62 

♦Significant  difference 


ERIC 
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Table  8-6 

Behaviors  and  Attitudes  of  Closest  Friend 


Closest  Friend  is 
a  Sophomore  Who : 


Sophomores  Who 
Stayed  in  School 
(%  Responding  "True) 


Gets  Good  Grades  83.3 

Is  Interested  in  69.4 
School 

Attends  Classes  93.1 
Regularly 

Plans  to  Go  to  67.3 
College 

Is  Popular  88.1 
^Significant  difference 


Sophomores  Who  Dropouts 

Dropped  Out  Minus 

(%  Responding  "True")  Stayers 

73.4  -9.9* 

51.0  -18.4 


82.0  -11.2* 
43.7  -23.6* 
80.9  -7.1* 
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Table  8-7  presents  the  percentages  of  school  stayers  and  dropouts 
who  responded  "true"  to  the  question  about  whether  they  were  satisfied 
with  the  way  their  education  was  going*    Table  8-8  asks  about  whether 
they  are  interested  in  school*    Table  8-9  asks  about  whether  they  like 
to  work  hard  in  school*    As  expected,  sophomores  who  stayed  in  school  were 
more  satisfied,  interested,  and  reported  working  harder  than  the  dropouts. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  among  the  school  stayers  that  Whites 
tend  to  be  more  satisfied  with  the  way  their  education  is  going  than 
are  Blacks*     Similar  positive  results  are  found  for  students  in  the 
academic  curriculum,  while  the  general  curriculum  students  are  the  least 
satisfied* 

Subpopulations  that  differed  according  to  their  reported  level  of 
interest  in  school  are: 

o    Females — more  interested  than  males 

o    Blacks — more  interested  than  Whites 

o    Academic  curriculum  individuals — more  interested  in  school  than 
are  either  general  or  vocational  students* 

Similarly,  females,  Blacks  and  academic  students  are  all  more  likely  to 
report  that  they  like  to  work  harder  in  school  than  other  comparable 
subpopulations • 

When  school  stayers  and  dropouts  were  contrasted  on  the  percentage 
of  various  types  of  courses  they  considered  useful  for  their  future  plans, 
the  only  practically  significant  (differences  differences  greater  than 
five  percentage  points)  were  in  the  areas  of  mathematics,  English  or 
literature*    That  is,  a  proportionately  greater  number  of  school  stayers 
thought  these  more  academically  oriented  courses  were  useful*  Contrasts 
between  the  two  groups  on  more  applied  course  work,  e.g.,  trade  or 
industry  courses,  business  or  sales,  etc*,  showed  no  practical  difference 
between  school  stayers  and  dropouts* 

Table  8-10  presents  comparisons  between  school  stayers  and  dropouts 
with  respect  to  the  amount  of  homework  done*    Not  surprisingly,  the  effect 
size  in  favor  of  the  school  stayers  is  approximately  one-half  of  a 
standard  deviation*    This  effect  size  is  relatively  constant  across  all 
subpopulations • 

Tables  8-11  and  8-12  deal  with  absenteeism  and  tardiness,  respective- 
ly*   school  stayers  exhibit  much  less  absenteeism  (effect  size  ■  1*00) 
and  also  less  tardiness*    These  effect  sizes  are  relatively  consistent 
across  almost  all  subpopulations*    The  following  summary  table  (Table 
8-13)  compares  school  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  other  poten- 
tially more  serious  school  disciplinary  problems*    The  above  large 
differences  suggest  that  much  of  the  dropout  problem  may  not  be  due  to 
the  inability  to  perform  satisfactorily  academically  as  it  is  a  behavioral 
motivational  problem.    This  interpretation  is  consistent  with  tae  finding 
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Table  8-7 


I  AH  SATISFIED  HITH  THE  HAY  HY  EDUCATION  IS  GOING 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES~1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MIO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FDLLOWUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM  s 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

NTD 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

23628 

3135 

65.6 

21680 

2673 

11608 

1555 

65.2 

10530 

1315 

lZZZv 

i  tan 
1580 

66.1 

11150 

1356 

5  726 

736 

61.6 

4829 

557 

11364 

1534 

66.2 

10499 

1339 

5989 

769 

69.3 

5761 

711 

17263 

2436 

67.2 

15956 

2112 

3014 

383 

58.3 

2675 

315 

314 

33 

67.4 

298 

31 

235 

30 

60.7 

186 

23 

1759 

131 

62.8 

1508 

100 

306 

33 

56.7 

242 

23 

868 

80 

61.9 

756 

63 

20848 

2846 

65.1 

18784 

2404 

703 

89 

66.0 

676 

77 

2277 

199 

73.6 

2220 

192 

5243 

697 

67.5 

4682 

620 

6833 

687 

67.1 

6332 

780 

7502 

1028 

63.3 

6630 

643 

4250 

522 

65.2 

3836 

430 

10482 

1411 

61.2 

9315 

1X58 

8335 

1030 

72.9 

8062 

968 

4568 

637 

64.3 

3941 

505 

4948 

619 

61.3 

4349 

496 

11817 

1505 

66.6 

10927 

1311 

7063 

1011 

66.8 

6404 

666 

SOPHOMORES 
UNO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


PERCENT 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


PERCENT 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


69.2 

91  AO 

A.  A  9 
HO  C 

-23.9* 

68.6 

107A 

Z40 

4o .  7 

-21. 8* 

69.7 

1070 

222 

43.7 

-26. 1* 

65.9 

897 

179 

48.2 

-17.7* 

69.5 

865 

195 

43.7 

-25.8* 

71.6 

228 

56 

41.2 

-30.4* 

70.6 

1307 

324 

45.1 

-25.5* 

61.6 

339 

68 

43.0 

-18.6* 

70.4 

16 

2 

27.4 

-43.0* 

68.2 

49 

8 

36.7 

-29.5* 

67.3 

251 

31 

46.5 

-18.9* 

59.9 

64 

10 

49.5 

-10.4 

64.9 

110 

17 

50.5 

-14.4 

68.7 

2064 

442 

45.4 

-23.2* 

70,1 

27 

13 

41.2 

-28.9* 

74,9 

57 

8 

41.5 

-33.3* 

69.8 

361 

77 

49.4 

-20.4* 

70.6 

501 

107 

41.3 

-29.3* 

67.0 

872 

186 

46.3 

-20.7* 

69.7 

414 

92 

44.2 

-25.5* 

65.4 

1167 

253 

42.4 

-23.0* 

74.3 

273 

61 

50.4 

-23.9* 

68.7 

627 

132 

47.6 

-21.0* 

67.1 

599 

123 

36.1 

-28.9* 

69*4 

890 

194 

48.1 

-21.3* 

70.0 

659 

145 

47.6 

-22.5* 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-6 


I  All  INTERESTED  IN  SCHOOL 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOUOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NF5T 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 

23632 


11499 
12133 


5666 
11283 
5948 


17138 
2979 
312 
232 
1736 
306 
861 


20668 
700 
2264 


5208 
6779 
7429 
4216 


10387 
8289 
4520 


4905 
11724 
7003 


WTO 
N 

3104 


1539 
1566 


727 
1521 
763 


2414 
378 
33 
30 
129 
33 
79 


2819 
87 
198 


691 
879 
1018 
516 


1396 
1024 
629 


612 
1492 
1000 


PERCENT 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


PERCENT 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


PERCENT 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


76  •  1 

21506 

2650 

78.9 

2126 

454 

59.5 

-19.5* 

f9  C 

/Z.  5 

10425 

1301 

75.4 

1074 

238 

57.1 

-18.3* 

79.6 

11081 

1349 

82.4 

1052 

217 

62.1 

-20.3* 

72.2 

4780 

551 

AAA 

I/O 

61.4 

-14.3* 

75.4 

10424 

1329 

77.9 

859 

192 

58.2 

-19.7* 

82.0 

5723 

706 

83.7 

225 

57 

61.3 

-22.4* 

74.4 

15849 

2097 

77.4 

1289 

318 

5v.3 

-23.1* 

84.7 

2643 

311 

86.9 

336 

67 

74.3 

-12.5* 

86.2 

296 

31 

87.8 

16 

2 

64.5 

-23.3 

68.2 

182 

22 

72.5 

50 

8 

56.3 

-16.2 

79.0 

1488 

98 

83.5 

248 

31 

64.7 

-18.8* 

82.3 

241 

23 

83.6 

65 

10 

79.3 

-4.3 

77.2 

751 

63 

77.8 

110 

17 

75.0 

-2.8 

75.9 

18626 

2384 

78.7 

2042 

435 

60.2 

-18.5* 

76.0 

673 

76 

80.6 

27 

12 

46.6 

-34.0* 

79.1 

2207 

191 

80.7 

57 

8 

38.8 

-41.9* 

72.8 

4850 

615 

74.9 

358 

76 

56.6 

-18.3* 

74.6 

6284 

774 

78.0 

495 

105 

49.0 

-29.0* 

78.1 

6564 

834 

81.0 

865 

184 

64.6 

-16.4* 

79.0 

3808 

427 

82.3 

408 

89 

63.7 

-18.6* 

70.5 

9239 

1148 

73.6 

1148 

248 

56.0 

-17.6* 

86.5 

8017 

963 

87.3 

272 

61 

73.6 

-13.8* 

72.3 

3896 

499 

75.6 

624 

130 

59.8 

-15.8* 

77.8 

4311 

491 

82.0 

594 

121 

60.6 

-21.4* 

76.6 

10849 

1301 

79.0 

875 

191 

60.6 

-18.4* 

74.2 

6346 

858 

77.1 

657 

143 

57.0 

-20.0* 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-9 


I  LIKE  TO  WORK  HARD  IN  SCHOOL 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


ALL  SOPHOHORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PER  CP  Ml 

23426 

3078 

53.4 

21336 

2631 

55.7 

11379 

1523 

46.8 

10341 

1292 

48.9 

12047 

1555 

59.9 

10995 

1336 

62.2 

5627 

722 

52.3 

4755 

548 

55.1 

11215 

1512 

52.4 

10365 

1322 

54.5 

5894 

756 

56.7 

5671 

700 

58.3 

16982 

2394 

50.6 

15705 

9(170 

2969 

376 

68.6 

2639 

311 

70.4 

307 

32 

69.0 

291 

30 

70.3 

228 

30 

56.0 

182 

22 

57.3 

1726 

130 

53.8 

1485 

99 

58.1 

300 

32 

OX  •  *# 

239 

23 

'  60.4 

647 

77 

54.0 

740 

62 

56.1 

20484 

2794 

53.4 

18479 

2365 

55.7 

688 

87 

54.5 

661 

75 

57.4 

2254 

197 

53.8 

2196 

190 

54.8 

5176 

668 

50.7 

4620 

612 

52.5 

6740 

876 

51.2 

6248 

770 

53.2 

7363 

1008 

56.8 

6518 

828 

59.1 

4147 

507 

54.2 

3750 

420 

56.3 

10297 

1384 

46.0 

9168 

1139 

48.4 

8222 

1016 

64.4 

7959 

957 

65.0 

4471 

622 

52.1 

3652 

493 

54.6 

4860 

607 

58.2 

4278 

487 

61.8 

11604 

1475 

52.7 

10740 

1288 

54.7 

6962 

996 

51.6 

6318 

855 

53.7 

THOUSANDS 

311 

SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 

2090 


1038 
1052 


872 
850 
223 


1277 
330 
16 
46 
241 
61 
107 


2005 
27 
58 


356 
492 
845 
397 


1129 
263 
619 


582 
864 
644 


WTO 
N 

448 


231 
217 


175 
189 

56 


315 
66 
2 
7 
31 
9 
16 


428 
12 
8 


76 
105 
179 

87 


245 
59 
129 


120 
187 
141 


PERCENT 
40.0 


34.6 
45.7 


43.6 
36.1 
36.2 


34.5 
60.0 
51.1 
51.8 
40.2 
63.8 
45.8 


40.3 
36.0 
27.9 


36.3 
36.5 
46.3 
34.6 


35.0 
55.8 
42.2 


43.7 
36.3 
39.0 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS 
STAYERS 

-15. 7* 


-14. 3* 
-16.6* 


-11.6* 
-16.4* 
-22. 1* 


-18.6* 
-10.3* 
-19.2 
-5.6 
-17.9* 

3.4 
-10.3 


-15.4* 

-21.5 

-26.9* 


-16.2* 
-16.7* 
-12.8* 
-23.7* 


-13.4* 
-9.2* 
-12.4* 


-18.1* 
-16.4* 
-14.7* 


ERLC 


Tablt  8-10 


APPROXIMATELY  MHAT  It  THE  AVER  ARE  AMOUNT  Of  TIME  YOU  SPEND  ON  HOMEWORK  A  MEEK? 
C  SHONE  1  6»H0RE  THAN  10  HOUM  A  MEEK) 


ALL  SOFHONORES-1960 


ALL 


SOfttOHORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SAMP 

N 


NTO 

N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


MTD 

N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


SAMP 

N 


NTO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


EFFECT 
SIZE 


TAl 

24404 

3149 

2.41 

1.3 

EEEEO 

E730 

E.70 

1.2 

2164 

449 

2.09 

1.3 

-0.41* 

-0.46 

MALE 

urn 

1593 

E.40 

1.3 

1084O 

1346 

2.49 

1.3 

1104 

245 

1.90 

1.3 

-0.59» 

-0.44 

FEMALE 

124S4 

1404 

E.OE 

l.E 

11371 

136E 

2.90 

1.2 

1062 

224 

2.30 

1.2 

-0.40« 

-0.50 

SI 
UN 

SMS 

740 

E.3t 

l.t 

4955 

671 

2.41 

1.2 

690 

177 

2.03 

1.3 

•0.36« 

-0.31 

Nnou 

11SE1 

1S45 

E.50 

l.E 

10444 

1354 

E.44 

1.2 

655 

191 

2.16 

1.3 

-0.46« 

-0.39 

HISH 

4075 

77S 

3.61 

l.S 

5644 

7E0 

3.06 

1.2 

229 

56 

2.14 

1.4 

-0.95« 

-0.77 

CI  I 

trail 

17460 

2454 

2.44 

l.S 

14170 

E134 

E.74 

1.2 

1260 

320 

2.10 

1.3 

-0.64« 

-0.52 

HACK 

SMS 

412 

E.44 

l.S 

E66E 

339 

2.54 

1.3 

363 

73 

2.11 

1.3 

-0.43« 

-0.34 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

323 

34 

3.E7 

1.3 

307 

3E 

3.30 

1.3 

16 

2 

2.84 

1.0 

-0.46 

-0.35 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

ESS 

31 

E.14 

1.3 

164 

E3 

2.36 

1.3 

52 

6 

1.54 

1.3 

-0.62 

-0.43 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1S31 

ISO 

E.E4 

l.S 

157E 

104 

2.35 

1.2 

259 

33 

1.96 

1.2 

-0.36« 

-0.30 

PUERTO  RICAM 

324 

3S 

E.SO 

l.S 

ES4 

24 

2.51 

1.3 

46 

11 

2.06 

1.0 

-0.45 

-0.35 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

SSS 

ai 

2.51 

l.S 

774 

45 

2.59 

1.2 

109 

17 

t.tt 

1.5 

-0.37 

-0.30 

ROOt  TYPlt 
PUSUC 

till* 

2407 

E.55 

l.S 

19244 

E459 

2.43 

1.2 

2095 

446 

2.06 

1.3 

-0.55* 

-0.44 

PRIVATE 

no 

40 

3.33 

l.E 

463 

77 

3.43 

1.2 

27 

12 

2.69 

1.2 

-0.75 

-0.41 

CATHOLIC 

2357 

EOE 

3.E0 

l.E 

EE93 

194 

3.24 

1.2 

64 

6 

1.74 

1.5 

-1.516 

-1.24 

OBRAPHIC  RESIGN  t 

NORTHEAST 

5306 

70S 

1.74 

l.S 

4937 

4E5 

2.69 

1.3 

371 

79 

2.03 

1.4 

-0.65* 

-0.45 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

7132 

4E3 

2.62 

l.E 

459E 

607 

2.71 

1.2 

540 

115 

2.01 

1.3 

-0.69« 

-0.57 

SOUTH 

7703 

1051 

E.46 

l.S 

4637 

667 

2.55 

1.2 

666 

164 

2.12 

1.3 

-0.43« 

-0.35 

NEST 

4243 

5E0 

2.43 

l.S 

3654 

430 

2.72 

1.3 

409 

90 

2.19 

1.2 

-0.53» 

-0.42 

CURRICULUM  > 
OENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE* 


RURAL 


10706  1437 
6509  1047 
4712  454 


5215  449 
12036  1525 
7153  1024 


2.36 
3.15 
2.30 


2.56 
2.67 
2.54 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.3 
l.S 
l.S 


9537  1163 
6233  965 
4061  516 


4574  51* 
11145  1333 
6499  676 


2.44 
3.19 
2.36 


2.66 
2.76 
6.62 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.2 


1171 
274 
451 


439 
693 
654 


255 
42 
136 


130 
192 
144 


2.02 
2.57 
2.03 


2.19 
2.05 
2.04 


1.2 
1.4 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


-0.43* 
-0.6l» 
-0.35» 


-0.49» 
-0.71* 
-0.56« 


-0.34 
-0.52 
-0.26 


-0.36 
-0.57 
-0.45 


WTE«  NEISNTfO  N  IS  IN  THOUSMOS 
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Table  8-11 


UST  FALL  ABOUT  HON  MANY  DATS  NtflC  TOU  ABSENT  FROM  SCHOOL  POP  ANT  REASON »  NOT  COUNTING  ILLNESS' 
  (0=NONE5  6»21  OR  MORE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


MTO 
N 


TOTAL 

too 

HALE 
FEMALE 

SCSI 

LOM 

moo  Li 

HIGH 

RACES 
MHZTE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
WERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAfffllC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 

RURAL 


25026  3266 


MEAN 
1.28 


12366  16S7  1.31 
12642    1631  1.25 


6062  762 
11762  1S60 
6142  767 


17610  2S10 

3366  43k 

326  34 

255  33 

1906  144 

333  36 

913  65 


21945 
716 
2365 


2994 
92 
202 


5407  719 

7263  939 

7959  1093 

4399  537 


11016  1463 
6553  1051 
4951  690 


1.55 
1.23 
1.06 


1.24 
1.32 
0.92 
1.77 
1.60 
1.63 
1.49 


1.32 
1.17 
0.76 


1.3C 
1.21 
1.23 
1.49 


1.41 
0.95 
1.45 


5376     671  1.45 
12302    1565  1.23 
7346    1052  1.24 


S.D. 
1.3 


1.4 
1.3 


1.5 
1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.4 

i.e 

1.5 
1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.3 
1.0 


1.4 

1.3 
1.3 
1.5 


1.4 
1.1 
1.4 


1.5 
1.3 
1.3 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1960 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
IMTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


MTO 
N 


22670  2786 


11161  1367 
11509  1399 


5120  591 
10646  1378 
5902  727 


16430  2171 

2974  350 

311  32 

199  24 

1626  109 

262  25 

794  67 


19680  2514 
689  76 
2301  194 


5013  635 

6698  621 

7014  891 

3945  440 


MEAN 

1.09 


1.12 
1.06 


1.26 
1.07 
0.96 


1.07 
1.10 
0.85 
1.50 
1.31 
1.41 
1.27 


1.12 
0.92 
0.75 


1.12 
1.03 
1.04 
1.26 


9764  1U1  1.19 
6270  989  0.69 
4226      539  1.21 


4688     531  1.16 
11345    1358  1.06 
6637     697  1.09 


S.D. 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 


1.3 
1.2 
1.1 


1.2 
1.2 
1.1 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.2 


1.2 
1.0 
0.9 


1.2 
1.2 
1.1 
1.3 


1.2 
1.0 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.1 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


MTO 
N 


2358  501 


1225 
1133 


962 
914 
240 


1380 
414 
17 
56 
280 
71 
119 


2265 
29 
64 


394 
565 
945 
454 


1254 
283 
725 


690 
957 
711 


269 
232 


190 
202 
60 


340 
81 
2 
9 
36 
11 
16 


460 
13 
6 


84 
119 
202 

97 


271 
62 
150 


140 
206 

155 


MEAN 

2.33 


.30 
35 


2.43 
2.30 
2.28 


2.33 
2.27 
1.95 
2.47 
2.48 
2.14 
2.27 


2.33 
2.60 
1.52 


2.61 
2.42 
2.06 
2.53 


2.40 
1.88 
2.30 


2.52 
2.33 
2.14 


S.O. 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1.7 
1.6 
1.5 
1.8 
1.7 
1.6 
1.6 


1.7 
1.8 
1.3 


1.6 
1.7 
1.6 
1.6 


1.7 
1.6 
1.7 


1.6 
1.7 
1.6 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS  EFFEC 
STAYERS  SKI 


1.24* 


1.19* 
1.29* 


1.16* 
1.23* 
1.32* 


1.26* 

1.10* 

1.10 

0.97 

1.17* 

0.73 

1.00* 


1.21* 
1.67* 
0.77* 


1.48* 
1.39* 
1.02* 
1.26* 


1.22* 
0.99* 
1.09* 


1.36* 
1.27* 
1.05* 


1.1 


0.94 

1.06 


0.86 

1.02 
1.17 


1.04 
0.92 
0.97 
0.66 
0.64 
0.54 
0.76 


0.96 
1.59 
0.60 


1.20 
1.16 
0.85 
0.94 


0.94 
0.93 
0.63 


1.02 

1.04' 

0.69 


Wf  I  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSAMNI 


jraii*.;--'  "  ■ 


Am 
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Table  8-12 


LAST  FALL  ABOUT  HOWJUNY  DAYS  HERE  YOU  LATE  TO  SCHOOL7 
CO=NONE;  6=21  OR  HOPE) 


ALL  S0PH0HURES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 

N 


TOTAL 

sex: 

HALE 
FEMALE 

test 

LOM 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


25106  3299 


12428  1662 
12678  1637 


6103  785 
11798  1586 
6154  789 


17867  2520 

3398  433 

329  35 

256  33 

1911  145 

333  36 

919  86 


22022  3005 
720  92 
2364  202 


5419  720 

7288  943 

7993  1099 

4406  537 


5397  673 
12335  1569 
7374  1056 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


MEAN 
1.06 


1.13 
0.99 


1.06 
1.02 
1.07 


0.99 
X.28 
1.04 
1.48 
1.27 
1.25 
1.32 


1.07 
1.33 
0.84 


1.09 
0.94 
0.95 
1.46 


11053  1487  1.12 
6572  1054  0.90 
4964     690  1.15 


1.30 
1.10 
0.85 


S.D. 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


2.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.4 
1.3 
1.3 
1.4 


1.3 
1.5 
1.1 


1.3 
1.2 
1.1 
1.5 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


1.4 
1.3 
1.2 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
WUL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


22732  2793 


11197  1392 
11535  1401 


5133  592 
10875  1382 
5914  729 


16474  2176 
2981  351 


311 
201 
1631 
262 
799 


32 
24 
109 
25 
67 


19740  2520 
691  79 
2301  194 


5023 
6717 
7038 
3954 


636 
823 
894 
441 


9789  1214 
8286  991 
4240  540 


4702  533 
11371  1361 
6659  900 


311 


MEAN 
0.95 


0.99 
0.91 


0.94 
0.91 
1.01 


0.89 
1.21 
1.01 
1.28 
1.14 
1.05 
1.22 


0.96 
1.19 
0.81 


0.97 
0.83 
0.86 
1.32 


0.99 
0.86 
0.99 


1.15 
1.00 
0.75 


S.D. 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.2 
1.3 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 
1.4 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPtO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


2374  506 


1231 
1143 


970 
923 
240 


1393 
417 
18 
55 
280 
71 
120 


271 
235 


193 
204 
60 


343 
81 
2 
9 
36 
11 
18 


MEAN 
1.65 


1.82 
1.47 


1.46 
1.75 
1.83 


1.65 
1.60 
1.36 
2.02 
1.68 
1.69 
1.71 


S.D. 
1.6 


1.6 
1.5 


1.4 
1.7 
1.6 


1.6 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 
1.4 
1.4 
1.7 


2282 

485 

1.64 

1.6 

29 

13 

2.14 

1.9 

63 

8 

1.65 

1.5 

396 

84 

1.98 

1.7 

571 

121 

1.67 

1.6 

955 

205 

1.30 

1.3 

452 

96 

2.10 

1.7 

1264 

273 

1.67 

1.6 

286 

63 

1.43 

1.5 

724 

150 

1.71 

1.6 

695 

141 

1.84 

1.6 

964 

209 

1.73 

1.6 

715 

157 

1.39 

1.5 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFEC 

STAYERS  SIZE 

0.70*  0.57 


0.82» 
0.56* 


0.52* 
0.83« 
0.82* 


0.76* 

0.39* 

0.34 

0.74 

0.54* 

0.64 

0.49 


0.69* 

0.95 

0.84* 


1.01* 
0.84* 
0.44* 
0.78* 


0.68* 
0.56* 
0.73* 


0.69» 
0.7C* 
0.63* 


0.64 
0.48 


0.43 
0.66 
0.67 


0.64 
0.30 
0.27 
0.55 
0.41 
0.49 
0.35 


0.55 
0.70 
0.77 


0.80 
0.71 
0.39 
0.54 


0.54 
0.49 
0.57 


0.51 
0.56 
0.57 
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Table  8-13 


Contrasts  between  School  Stayers  and  Dropouts  with  Respect  to 

Disciplinary  Problems 


Sophomore  Who 
Stayed  in  School 
(Percent  Yes) 


Sophomores  Who 

Dropped  Out 
(Percent  Yes) 


Dropouts  Minus 
School  Stayers 


Had  Disciplinary 

Problems  Last  Year  15.8 


40.7 


24.9* 


Had  Been  Suspended 

or  Put  on  Probation  9.6 

Cut  Classes  24.9 


30.6 
53.5 


21.0* 
28.6* 


Serious  Trouble 
with  Law 


4.1 


13.1 


8.9* 


*Significant  difference 
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that  the  average  dropout  reported  receiving  mostly  C's  as  grades.    It  is 
also  consistent  with  the  earlier  discussion  of  the  self-perceptions  of 
the  typical  school  dropout  as  not  being  as  popular,  socially  active  or 
athletic  as  school  stayers.    The  dropouts  appear  to  be  at  least  as 
socially  distant  from  their  peers  who  remain  in  school  as  they  are 
academically  distant 

Table  8-14  below  summarizes  the  results  of  contrasts  between  school 
stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  participation  in  a  number  of  extra- 
curricular and  community  activities  in  and  out  of  school. 

Of  all  these  activity  comparisons  three  of  the  four  significant 
differences  in  participation  are  in  favor  of  the  school  stayers.  Two 
contrasts  stand  out;  these  are  the  dropouts1  lesser  participation  in 
athletics  and  in  church  activities.    This  finding  is,  of  course,  consistent 
with  the  earlier  results  that  the  dropouts  are  less  likely  to  perceive 
themselves  as  athletes  or  as  part  of  the  community. 


The  summary  table  below  (Table  8-15)  presents  contrasts  between 
school  stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  the  relative  amount  of  time 
spent  on  or  frequency  with  which  they  engaged  in  various  non-school 
activities.     Inspection  of  Table  8-15  suggests  that  the  biggest  difference 
between  school  stayers  and  dropouts  is  that  dropouts  report  a  greater 
frequency  of  dating  and  driving  or  riding  around  in  cars.    Dropouts  are 
also  less  likely  to  spend  more  time  reading  a  newspaper  or  a  book  for 
pleasure  and  also  report  talking  less  frequently  to  their  parents 
about  their  personal  experiences. 

Table  8-16  presents  the  percent  of  school  stayers  and  dropouts 
who  worked  for  pay  last  week.    While  dropouts  overall  were  more  likely  to 
be  working  than  school  stayers,  the  majority  of  the  working  dropouts  were 
males • 

Tables  8-17  to  8-20  present  additional  comparisons  between  school 
stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  their  employment.     Inspection  of 
Tables  8-17  and  8-18  indicates  that  the  dropouts  who  worked  were  employed 
more  hours  at  higher  pay  than  the  school  stayers.     It  is  also  interesting 
to  note  high  SES  individuals  earned  more  than  low  or  middle  SES  regardless 
of  whether  they  were  school  stayers  or  dropouts.     Similarly,  Blacks 
reported  earning  more  than  Whites  regardless  of  dropout  group  membership. 

Tables  8-19  and  8-20  present  data  on  whether  the  respondents  consider 
their  present  or  more  recent  job  (1)  more  enjoyable  than  school,  and  (2) 
more  important  than  school.    The  dropouts  are  more  likely  to  respond  that 
their  job  is  both  more  enjoyable  and  more  important  than  school  than  are 
the  stayers.    Males,  whether  school  stayers  or  dropouts,  are  much  more 
likely  than  females  to  report  their  job  is  more  important  to  them  than 
school.    Similarly,  sophomores  in  the  general  or  vocational  curriculum 
are  much  more  likely  to  report  that  their  job  is  more  important  than 
school  than  are  sophomores  in  the  academic  curriculum. 


E.     BEHAVIORS  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL 
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Table  8-14 

Participation  in  Selected  Activities  by  School  Stayers  and  Dropouts 


Athletics 

Cheerleaders,  Pep 
Club,  Majorettes 

Debating,  or  Drama 

Band  or  Orchestra 

Chorus  or  Dance 

Hobby  Clubs 

Subject  Matter  Clubs 

Vocational  Education 
Clubs 

Community  Youth 
Organizations/ J. A. 

Church  Activities 

^Significant  difference 


Sophomore  School 
Stayers  (Percent 
Participating 
Actively)  

57.1 

14.9 

10.7 
17.1 
22.7 
20.8 
26.8 
14.2 

24.5 

40.6 


Sophomores  Who 
Dropped  Out 
(Percent 
Participating 
Actively) 

42.1 

12.8 

8.7 
12.2 
20.8 
23.9 
24.7 
16.4 

19.2 

28.6 


Dropouts 
Minus 
Stayers 

-14.9* 
-2.2 

-2.1 
-4.9 
-1.9 

3.1* 
-2.1 
»  2.2 

-5.3* 

-12.0* 
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Table  8-15 

Relat-ive  Amount  of  Time  Spent  on  Non-School  Activities  by  School  Stayers  and  Dropouts 


1  vi ties 

Sophomores  Who 
Stayed  in  School 

Sophomores  Who 
Dropped  Out 

Dropouts  Minus 
School  Stavers 

Fffpt^  Qi to 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

ting/Talking  with  Friends 

2.45 

0.8 

2.50 

.9 

.04 

.05 

ling  for  Pleasure 

1.21 

1.1 

1.01 

1.1 

-.20* 

-.17 

ig  on  Dates 

1.01 

0.9 

1.45 

1.0 

.44* 

.46 

'ing  Around 

1.25 

1.1 

1.67 

1.1 

.43* 

.39 

iking/Daydreaming  Alone 

1.91 

.1.2 

1.76 

1.2 

-.15* 

I 

to 

•12  S 

cing  with  Mother/Father 

1.26 

1.2 

1.03 

1.1 

-.23* 

-.21 

ling  Newspaper 

1.72 

1.2 

1.42 

1.2 

-.31* 

-.25 

:s  Watching  TV^ 

3.93 

1.7 

3.89 

1.8 

-.04 

-.02 

jnificant  difference 

todes  Were  "0"  =  Rarely;  "3" 

=  Everyday 

or  Almost  Everyday 

lodes  Were  "0"  =  Don't  Watch  TV;  "6"  = 

5  Hours  or 

More 

319 


ERIC 


Table  8-16 


DID  YOU  DO  AMY  WORK  FOR  PAY  LAST  WEEK*  NOT  COUKTING  WORK  AROUND  THE  HOUSE? 

(PERCENT  YES) 


ALL  SOPHOHORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOttORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

HIDDLE 

HIGH 

RACE; 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


PERCENT 
46.6 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

Ti 

N 

ncnrcirr 
PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

X9Q9 

42. 5 

22652 

2784 

41.7 

2379 

508 

12378 

1657 

44.9 

11143 

1385 

43.0 

1235 

272 

a  a  n 
40.  0 

11509 

1398 

40.4 

1144 

236 

DUf  J 

"7A1 

37.6 

5113 

590 

35.3 

960 

191 

11764 

1583 

44.1 

10838 

1378 

43.3 

926 

205 

/OO 

5099 

726 

44.3 

244 

61 

17836 

2518 

45.2 

16431 

2171 

44.7 

1405 

347 

3373 

429 

30.2 

2958 

348 

27.7 

415 

81 

329 

35 

27.5 

311 

32 

27.4 

18 

2 

254 

33 

47.5 

200 

24 

44.7 

54 

9 

1904 

144 

37.4 

1625 

109 

36.1 

279 

35 

331 

36 

27.3 

261 

25 

20.7 

70 

11 

912 

85 

42.3 

795 

67 

39.8 

117 

18 

21952 

2998 

42.4 

19667 

2511 

41.5 

2285 

487 

720 

92 

39.9 

690 

78 

39.0 

30 

14 

2359 

202 

45.1 

2295 

194 

45. 0* 

64 

8 

5400 

718 

43.5 

5005 

634 

43.1 

395 

84 

7282 

942 

45.6 

6703 

621 

45.2 

579 

122 

7960 

1095 

38.2 

7006 

890 

36.6 

954 

205 

4389 

537 

44.3 

3938 

439 

43.6 

451 

98 

11024 

1486 

42.6 

9760 

1211 

41.9 

1264 

275 

8552 

1052 

40.8 

8264 

988 

40.4 

288 

64 

4934 

686 

44.7 

4213 

537 

43.5 

721 

149 

5368 

670 

37.8 

4675 

530 

36.2 

693 

140 

12303 

1567 

44.2 

11331 

1356 

43.4 

972 

211 

7360 

1055 

42.8 

6646 

898 

42.3 

714 

157 

54.4 
37.7 


44.9 
49.2 
46.2 


48.2 
40.9 
29.6 
55.4 
41.4 
42.2 
51.8 


46.6 
44.9 
47.7 


46.2 
48.2 
45.4 
47.5 


45.8 
47.3 
49.1 


43.9 
48.8 
46.0 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

4.9* 


11.4* 
-2.7 


9.6* 
5.9* 
2.0 


3.5 
13.2* 

2.3 
10.7 

5.3 
21.5* 
12.0 


5.1* 

5.9 

2.7 


3.1 
3.0 
8.8* 
4.0 


3.8 
6.8 
5.6 


7.7* 
5.4* 
3.7 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-17 


HON  MANY  HOURS  DO/DID  YOU  WORK  A  MEEK  ON  YOUR  CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB? 
(1=1-4  HOURS  PER  WEEK;  6=35  HOURS  OR  MORE  PER  WEEK ) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


SES 


21116  2837 


MEAN 
2.53 


S.D. 
1.6 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


19049  2363 


MEAN 
2.43 


S.D. 
1.6 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


2067  454 


MEAN 
3.03 


S.D. 
1.7 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.65* 


SIZE 
0.42 


MALE 

11003 

1492 

2.81 

1.7 

9865 

1238 

2.71 

1.6 

1138 

254 

3.33 

1.8 

0.62* 

P  •  37 

FEMALE 

10113 

1345 

2.22 

1.4 

9184 

1145 

2.13 

1.4 

929 

200 

2.77 

1.6 

0.64* 

0.46 

S: 
LOW 

4941 

657 

2.66 

1.7 

4108 

487 

2.58 

1.6 

833 

170 

2.92 

1.7 

0.34* 

0.21 

MIDDLE 

10075 

1379 

2.54 

1.6 

9246 

1193 

2.44 

1.5 

829 

186 

3.13 

1.7 

0.69* 

0.44 

HIGH 

5306 

690 

2.39 

1.5 

5090 

633 

2.29 

1.5 

216 

56 

3.52 

1.7 

1.23* 

0.83 

:e: 

WHITE 

15683 

2232 

2.49 

1.6 

14416 

1914 

2.39 

1.5 

1267 

318 

3.09 

1.7 

0.70* 

0.45 

BLACK 

2530 

328 

2.59 

1  7 

2189 

262 

2.52 

1.7 

341 

67 

2.91 

1.8 

0.39 

0.23 

ASIAN* AMERICAN 

213 

23 

2.18 

1.4 

201 

22 

2.09 

1.4 

12 

2 

3.22 

1.5 

1.12 

0.81 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

223 

30 

2.81 

1.6 

174 

22 

2.71 

1.7 

49 

8 

3.07 

1.5 

0.36 

0.22 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1464 

116 

2.93 

1.7 

1239 

66 

2.82 

1.7 

225 

31 

3.24 

1.7 

0.42 

0.24 

PUERTO  RICAN 

232 

26 

2.95 

1.7 

174 

17 

2.72 

1.6 

58 

9 

3.37 

1.8 

0.65 

0.40 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

695 

70 

2.70 

1.6 

599 

56 

2.56 

1.5 

96 

15 

3.21 

1.6 

0.65 

0.42 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 


PUBLIC 

16651 

2585 

2.56 

1.6 

16666 

2152 

2.45 

1.6 

1985 

437 

3.09 

1.7 

0.64* 

0.40 

PRIVATE 

614 

82 

2.53 

1.7 

585 

68 

2.40 

1.6 

29 

13 

3.15 

1.7 

0.75 

0.45 

CATHOLIC 

1851 

170 

2.18 

1.4 

1798 

162 

2.16 

1.4 

53 

8 

2.56 

1.7 

0.40 

0.29 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4522 

619 

2.39 

1.5 

4178 

544 

2.30 

1.5 

344 

75 

3.06 

1.7 

0.76* 

0.50 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6443 

843 

2.53 

1.5 

5927 

732 

2.46 

1.5 

516 

111 

3.04 

1.7 

0.58* 

0.38 

SOUTH 

6414 

903 

2.62 

1.7 

5612 

726 

2.50 

1.6 

802 

176 

3.12 

1.7 

0.62* 

0.38 

WEST 

3737 

473 

2.56 

1.6 

3332 

361 

2.43 

1.5 

405 

92 

3.08 

1.7 

0.65* 

0.41 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

9420 

1298 

2.60 

1.6 

8306 

1048 

2.48 

1.6 

1114 

251 

3.11 

1.7 

0.63* 

0.40 

ACADEMIC 

7115 

893 

2.33 

1.5 

6874 

838 

2.29 

1.5 

241 

55 

3.00 

1.6 

0.72* 

0.48 

VOCATIONAL 

4173 

590 

2.67 

1.6 

3548 

459 

2.56 

1.6 

625 

131 

3.06 

1.7 

0.50* 

0.31 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4180 

543 

2.55 

1.6 

3602 

422 

2.43 

1.5 

578 

121 

2.98 

1.7 

0.55* 

0.36 

SUBURBAN 

10447 

1359 

2.47 

1.5 

9592 

1169 

2.35 

1.5 

855 

190 

3.16 

1.7 

0.80* 

0.53 

RURAL 

6489 

935 

2.62 

1.7 

5655 

792 

2.54 

1.6 

634 

142 

3.07 

1.7 

0.53* 

0.32 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-18 


HOM  MUCH  DO/DID  YOU  EARN  PER  HOUR  ON  YOUR  CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB' 
<1=LESS  THAN  $1.50  PER  HOURS  8=$4. 00  PER  HOUR  OR  MORE) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTD 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

TOTAL 

21107 

2837 

3.97 

2.3 

19056 

2388 

3.85 

2.3 

SEX: 

MALE 

10931 

1484 

4.80 

2.1 

9804 

1232 

4.72 

2.1 

rcnALE 

10176 

1353 

3.06 

2.1 

9252 

1156 

2.92 

2.1 

SES: 

LOU 

4932 

655 

3.85 

2.1 

4106 

487 

3.70 

2.1 

MIDDLE 

10055 

1377 

3.91 

2.3 

9235 

1193 

3.78 

2.3 

HIGH 

5343 

695 

4.17 

2.4 

5127 

639 

4.05 

2.3 

PACE : 

WHITE 

15682 

2230 

3.89 

2.3 

14434 

1918 

3.78 

2.3 

BLACK 

2522 

330 

4.19 

2.1 

2178 

262 

4.05 

2.1 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

210 

23 

4.14 

2.3 

199 

22 

3.99 

2.3 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

224 

30 

4.41 

2.1 

173 

21 

4.35 

2.1 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1473 

118 

4.45 

2.1 

1246 

87 

4.35 

2.1 

PUERTO  RICAN 

233 

27 

4.14 

1.9 

174 

17 

3.90 

2.0 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

687 

70 

4.30 

2.2 

596 

55 

4.08 

2.2 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

18640 

2583 

3.97 

2.3 

1666B 

2155 

3.85 

2.3 

PRIVATE 

617 

B3 

4.18 

2.3 

589 

69 

4.02 

2.4 

CATHOLIC 

1850 

172 

3.82 

2.3 

1799 

164 

3.78 

2.3 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4505 

616 

3.71 

2.2 

4165 

543 

3.62 

2.2 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6456 

846 

3.77 

2.2 

5943 

735 

3.68 

2.2 

SOUTH 

6395 

901 

4.14 

2.2 

5603 

728 

3.99 

2.2 

WEST 

3751 

474 

4.34 

2.3 

3345 

383 

4.23 

2.3 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

9414 

1296 

4.01 

2.2 

8318 

1050 

3.89 

2.3 

ACADEMIC 

7136 

898 

3.80 

2.3 

6897 

843 

3.73 

2.3 

VOCATIONAL 

4153 

588 

4.11 

2.2 

3527 

458 

3.93 

2.2 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4161 

541 

4.05 

2.2 

3592 

422 

3.92 

2.2 

SUBURBAN 

10448 

1361 

4.02 

2.3 

9596 

1172 

3.88 

2.3 

RURAL 

6498 

935 

3.86 

2.2 

5868 

795 

3.76 

2.2 

SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


2051  449 


MEAN 
4.63 


1127     252  5.19 


S.D. 
2.1 

1.9 


924 

197 

3.90 

2.1 

826 

168 

4.28 

2.1 

820 

184 

4.73 

2.1 

216 

56 

5.48 

1.9 

1248 

311 

4.58 

2.1 

344 

68 

4.75 

2.0 

11 

2 

6.12 

1.0 

51 

8 

4.54 

2.2 

227 

31 

4.75 

1.9 

59 

10 

4.57 

1.7 

91 

15 

5.11 

2.0 

1972 

428 

4.61 

2.1 

28 

13 

5.05 

2.1 

51 

7 

4.59 

1.7 

340 

72 

4.40 

2.1 

513 

111 

4.38 

2.1 

792 

173 

4.78 

2.1 

406 

92 

4.81 

2.1 

1096 

246 

4.51 

2.1 

239 

55 

4.86 

2.1 

626 

130 

4.77 

2.1 

569 

119 

4.51 

2.0 

852 

189 

4.84 

2.1 

630 

141 

4.44 

2.1 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS  SIZE 


0.78* 


0.47* 
0.98* 


0.58* 
0.95* 
1.43* 


0.79* 

0.70* 

2.13* 

0.19 

0.40 

0.67 

1.03* 


0.77* 

1.03 

0.81 


0.78* 
0.70* 
0.80* 
0.58* 


0.61* 
1.13* 
0.84* 


0.59* 
0.96* 
0.68* 


0.35 


0.23 
0.47 


0.27 
0.42 
0.61 


0.35 
0.34 
0.95 
0.09 
0.19 
0.35 
0.48 


0.34 
0.44 
0.35 


0.35 
0.31 
0.36 
0.25 


0.27 
0.49 
0.38 


0.27 
0.42 
0.31 


NOTE?  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-19 


WOULD  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  HOST  RECENT  JOB  IS  MORE  ENJOYABLE  THAN  SCHOOL? 

( PERCENT  YES) 


ALL  S0PH0MORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 

WTD 

DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

II 

rCKLCNI 

u 
Ti 

u 
N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

STAYERS 

TOTAL 

19473 

2616 

56.0 

17647 

CCLO 

la  co 

402 

65.5 

11. 2* 

SEX: 

MALE 

9993 

1351 

57.5 

9026 

1135 

55.5 

967 

216 

67.8 

12.3* 

FEMALE 

9480 

1  ADA 
108  0 

et  a 
53. 0 

859 

186 

62.9 

9.9» 

SES: 

LOW 

4485 

597 

55.6 

3751 

448 

53.1 

734 

150 

63.4 

10.3* 

MIDDLE 

9380 

1283 

57.3 

8629 

1114 

55.9 

751 

169 

66.7 

10.8* 

HIGH 

4935 

642 

188 

49 

71.2 

19.2* 

RACE: 

WHITE 

14667 

2086 

56.3 

13549 

1801 

56.5 

1138 

70  1 

f  V  .  X 

BLACK 

2169 

283 

44.9 

1884 

226 

43.4 

285 

57 

50.8 

7.4 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

206 

22 

43.0 

196 

21 

40.6 

10 

1 

79.3 

36.7 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

192 

26 

57.9 

145 

18 

SO. 9 

47 

8 

74.2 

23.3 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1336 

105 

45.2 

1132 

78 

43.9 

204 

28 

48.6 

4.6 

PUERTO  RICAN 

212 

24 

59.1 

161 

16 

55.4 

51 

8 

66.0 

10.7 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

608 

61 

49.4 

532 

50 

46.9 

76 

12 

60.2 

13.3 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

17167 

2381 

55.9 

15413 

1997 

53.8 

1754 

384 

66.4 

12.5* 

PRIVATE 

571 

74 

54.7 

546 

63 

55.8 

25 

11 

48.6 

-7.2 

CATHOLIC 

1735 

162 

58.9 

1688 

155 

59.5 

47 

6 

43.8 

-15.7 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4128 

566 

59.5 

3825 

500 

58.5 

303 

66 

67.5 

9.0* 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6025 

786 

58.3 

5583 

692 

56.5 

442 

96 

71.6 

15.2* 

SOUTH 

5859 

825 

52.4 

5148 

668 

50.8 

711 

157 

59.0 

8.2* 

NEST 

3461 

437 

54.2 

3091 

355 

50.7 

370 

82 

69.2 

18.5* 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

8682 

1196 

59.4 

7686 

973 

57.4 

996 

223 

68.1 

10.7* 

ACADEMIC 

6676 

838 

49.2 

6467 

790 

48.5 

209 

48 

60.9 

12.4* 

VOCATIONAL 

3769 

536 

59.5 

3217 

419 

58.3 

552 

116 

64.1 

5.6 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3706 

463 

52.6 

3224 

381 

51.5 

482 

102 

56.8 

5.3 

SUBURBAN 

9688 

1259 

56.2 

8925 

1089 

54.4 

763 

169 

67.8 

13.4* 

RURAL 

6079 

874 

57.7 

5498 

745 

55.6 

581 

130 

69.5 

13.9* 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-20  I 


MOULD  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB  IS  MORE  IMPORTANT  FOR  YOU  THAN  SCHOOL? 

(PERCENT  YES) 


ALL  S0PH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 

WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

M 

n 

u 

nCDrtvrr 
PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCEN1 

19193 

9C7C 

11  T 

11.7 

17404 

2182 

9.7 

9844 

1330 

15.6 

8899 

1118 

13.4 

1  9AC 

7.5 

8505 

1064 

5.7 

4491 

1  A  A 

1*? .  0 

3691 

439 

11.0 

9215 

1260 

12.0 

8486 

1096 

10.5 

4014 

03/ 

0. 1 

4730 

590 

6.7 

14497 

2055 

12.2 

13382 

1776 

10.1 

2127 

277 

7.1 

1849 

222 

5.9 

207 

22 

6.2 

196 

21 

4.5 

191 

26 

23.5 

144 

18 

18.0 

1316 

104 

11.1 

1119 

77 

8.7 

204 

23 

11.0 

153 

15 

9.4 

592 

59 

12.0 

515 

48 

9.8 

16905 

2340 

12.0 

15189 

1966 

9.9 

567 

73 

11.0 

542 

62 

8.5 

1721 

162 

7.7 

1673 

155 

6.7 

4060 

555 

12.9 

3759 

491 

10,7 

5935 

776 

11.8 

5502 

681 

9.7 

5772 

813 

10.9 

5073 

657 

9.2 

3426 

431 

11.3 

3070 

352 

8.9 

8551 

1177 

14,4 

7575 

959 

11.9 

6615 

831 

4.8 

6407 

782 

4.4 

3691 

522 

15.7 

3152 

409 

14.3 

3651 

474 

9.3 

3180 

375 

7.5 

9542 

1238 

11.1 

8801 

1073 

8.9 

6000 

662 

13.7 

5423 

734 

11.9 

SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 

1789 


945 
844 


730 
729 
184 


1115 
278 
11 
47 
197 
51 
77 


1716 
25 
48 


301 
433 
699 
356 


976 
208 
539 


471 
741 
577 


WTD 
N 

392 


211 
181 


149 
165 

47 


279 
55 
2 
8 
26 
8 
12 


374 
11 
7 


64 
94 
155 
79 


218 
49 
113 


99 
165 
128 


PERCENT 
22.8 


27.1 
17.7 


23.1 
21.7 
25.4 


25.3 
12.3 
28.8 
36.5 
X8.3 

2f 


22.6 
24.8 
30.2 


29.9 
27.1 
17.8 
21.9 


25.7 
12.0 
21.0 


16.3 
25.3 
24.5 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

13. 2» 


13. 8* 
12.0» 


12. 1* 
11.2* 
18. 7» 


15. 2» 
6.4* 

24.3* 

18.5 
9.7* 
4.3 

11.1 


12.7* 
16.3 
23. 5* 


19,2* 
17.4* 
8.5* 
12.9* 


13.8* 
7,6* 
6.7* 


8.9* 
16.4* 
12.7* 


KITE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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F.    ATTITUDES  TOWARD  SELF  AND  SOCIETY 


Self-esteem  items  that  focused  on  whether  they  had  a  positive 
attitude  toward  themselves  or  "equal"  worth  compared  to  others  showed 
no  practical  or  significant  differences  between  stayers  and  dropouts. 
However,  when  asked  about  whether  they  were  satisfied  with  themselves, 
the  school  stayers  tended  to  be  significantly  more  satisfied  with  them- 
selves (See  Table  8-21).     Similarly,  Table  8-22  indicates  that  dropouts 
are  more  likely  than  stayers  to  feel  that  they  do  not  have  much  to  be 
proud  of.     It  would  seem  that  although  dropouts  are  as  likely  as  school 
stayers  to  report  that  they  are  as  "good"  as  their  peers,  they  still  are 
less  likely  (than  school  stayers)  to  be  satisfied  with  themselves  and/or 
report  being  proud  of  themselves •    They  seem  to  perceive  themselves  as 
falling  short  with  respect  to  their  own  internal  standards.    This  dis- 
crepancy may  reflect  an  inability  or  refusal  to  consider  their  peers  as 
a  standard  to  compare  themselves  to.    This  might  be  expected  if  the 
potential  dropouts  do  not  feel  part  of  the  school  student  body. 

Tables  8-23  to  8-28  show  what  the  respondents  think  others  feel 
about  them.    Inspection  of  Tables  8-23  to  8-28  indicates  that  the 
dropouts  report  that  they  are  less  likely  than  school  stayers  to  be 
perceived  as : 


Conversely,  the  dropouts  are  more  likely  to  respond  that  they  are 
perceived  as  troublemakers.    Clearly,  the  dropouts  feel  they  are  not 
part  of  the  student  body  with  respect  to  many  of  the  typical  student 
activities.     It  would  appear  that  they  have  in  some  ways  isolated 
themselves  socially  from  the  majority  of  the  student  body  by  their 
sophomore  year.    As  indicated  in  Chapter  6,  they  have  also  intellectually 
separated  themselves  from  the  majority  as  indicated  by  their  academic 
performance  (grades)  and  their  measured  cognitive  achievement  (test 
scores)  • 

Tables  8-29  to  8-33  present  comparisons  between  school  stayers  and 
dropouts  with  respect  to  their  feelings  &bout  locus  of  control  or  how 
much  they  can  control  their  own  destiny.    With  the  exception  of  the 
results  in  Table  8-33,  all  the  remaining  locus  of  control  questions 
suggest  that  dropouts,  as  compared  to  school  stayers,  feel  that  much  of 
their  destiny  is  out  of  their  hands.    These  results  are  relatively 
consistent  over  sex  and  racial/ethnic  groups. 

Table  8-34  below  provides  a  summary  of  the  contrasts  between  school 
stayers  and  dropouts  with  respect  to  life  values.     Inspection  of  Table 
8-34  indicates  that  dropouts  are  more  likely  than  school  stayers  to 


o    an  athlete 


o    socially  active 


o    an  important  person. 


TabU  8-21 


ON  TNI  IMOll  t  X  Alt  SATISFIED  NITH  MY 5 1  LP 
^■MMWH  STWONSLyi  MAMIE  S7RONBLY ) 

ALL  somomiES-ifso 


All 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAVED  ZN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


SOPHOHORES 
tftt  DROPPED  OUT 
6EFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


TOTAL 


l 

MALI 
FEHALi 


NliOLl 


AST  AH  AHSRICAH 
AHSRICAH  INDIAN 
HDOCAN-AHEtXCAN 
PUBVTO  RZCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 


FW8UC 

PRIVATt 

CATNOUC 

WORRARWIC  RESIGN  < 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 


SENERAL 

ACMKHXC 

VOCATIONAL 

CMtMXTT  TYPE  I 


NTD 
N  N 

EEIH  29M 


10742  USD 
114M  1677 


SEE?  M7 
10S97  ms 
S714  731 


usss  mi 

2623  XB4 

Eft  SI 

fill  «7 

1412  ICS 

269  SI 
7S 


19376  MM 
MS  M 
2166  167 


4360  624 
49M  955 
393%  662 


HE  AN 
2.96 


S.OC 
C.9S 


C.9S 
C.97 
S.M 


E.97 
S.07 
C.9S 
CM 
3.00 
3.0S 
C.96 


C.96 
3.M 
3.01 


C.96 
8.97 
E.99 
C.99 


9430  1C69  C97 
7961  969  3.01 
4190     S76  C.99 


M33     S7S  3.00 
10999    139C  C.96 
4544     939  C.96 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.4 


0.4 
0.0 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.4 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


SAHP  NTD 

N  N 

C0C97  C499 


14949  1974 

CS1C  C94 

C7S  89 

14S  CO 

1390  98 

C31  CC 

781  01 


17SSC  8844 
434  71 
8111  161 


4M5  576 

S947  738 

4816  7M 

3M7  401 


HE  AN 
3.00 


9798  1881  3.03 
10S0S    1876  8.97 


S14  8.94 
9600  1846  8.99 
SS09     679  3.0S 


8.99 
3.06 
8.96 
8.91 
3.00 
3.01 
3.00 


8.99 
3.06 
3.03 


8.99 
8.96 
3.01 
3.03 


M19  1070  8.96 
778S  989  3.08 
M89     443  3.00 


4101     MS  3.03 
10881    1884  8.99 
S97S     610  8.99 


NEMNTSD  N  IS  IN  THOHNM 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.4 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.4 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


SAHP 

N 


9S0 
949 


1139 
311 
15 
44 
888 
56 
97 


1684 
84 
49 


381 
433 
776 
367 


1011 
CM 
Ml 


538 
778 
569 


NTD 
N 


1699  606 


8M 
61 
8 
7 
86 
9 
15 


369 
18 
6 


46 
98 
167 
61 


819 
60 
115 


110 
146 
129 


HE  AN 
8.90 


809  8.93 
199  8.M 


749  153  8.91 
798  177  8.67 
807      53  8.95 


8.M 
3.08 
8.M 
8.71 
3.00 
3.14 
8.67 


8.90 
8.79 
8.64 


8.90 
8.69 
8.93 
8.62 


8.90 
8.67 
2.93 


8.69 
8.90 
8.90 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.9 
0.5 
7.0 
0.6 
0.9 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 

STAYERS  SIZE 

-0,10»  -0.16 


-0.10 
-0.11« 


-O.M 
-0.11 
-0.10 


-0.13« 
-0.06 
-0.48 
-0.20 
-0.01 
0.14 
-0.13 


-0.09* 

-0.29 

-0.39 


-0.09 
-0.09 
-0.07 
-0.21« 


-0.06 
-0.15 
-0.07 


-0.14 
-0.09 
-0.09 


-0.15 
-0.14 


-0.06 
-0.17 
-0.16 


-0.19 
-0.06 
-0.59 
-0.27 
-0.01 
0.18 
-0.16 


-0.13 
-0.47 
-0.40 


-0.16 
-0.14 
-0.10 
-0.31 


-0.12 
-0.23 
-0.09 


-0.26 
-0.14 
-0.16 
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Table  8-22 


I  FEEL  I  00  NOT  HAVE  MUCH  TO  BE  PROUD  OF 
(1* AGREE  STRONGLY!  4*0 13 AGREE  STRONGLY ) 


ALL  S0PH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

SLAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

22100 

2899 

3.15 

0.8 

20194 

2487 

3.18 

0.8 

1906 

412 

2.97 

0.8 

-0.21* 

-0.27 

SEX* 

1*18 

MALE 

10720 

1432 

3.13 

0.8 

9763 

3.16 

0.8 

957 

214 

2.95 

0.9 

-0.20» 

-0.25 

FEHALE 

11380 

1467 

3.18 

0.7 

10431 

1269 

3.20 

0.7 

949 

199 

3.00 

0.8 

-0.21* 

-0.28 

SIS: 

LOH 

5179  ' 

664 

3.01 

0.8 

4399 

508 

3.04 

0.8 

780 

156 

2.93 

0.8 

-0.11 

a  iv 
-0.13 

MIDDLE 

106  Q8 

1426 

3.16 

0.8 

9822 

1250 

3.19 

0.8 

786 

176 

2.99 

0.8 

-0.20* 

-0.26 

HIGH 

5674 

72  V 

3.27 

0.7 

5463 

672 

3.28 

0.7 

211 

54 

3.11 

0.7 

-0.17 

-0.24 

RACES 

WHITE 

16021 

2253 

3.17 

0.7 

14877 

1966 

3.20 

0.7 

1144 

287 

2.99 

0.8 

-0.21* 

-0.29 

BLACK 

2823 

356 

3.14 

0.9 

2518 

295 

3.17 

0.9 

305 

61 

2.97 

1.0 

-0.20 

-0.23 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

278 

30 

3.18 

0.8 

263 

28 

3.19 

0.8 

15 

2 

3.08 

0.8 

-0.11 

-0.15 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

217 

28 

3.03 

0.8 

172 

21 

3.06 

0.8 

45 

7 

2.94 

0.9 

-0.12 

-0.15 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1601 

119 

2.95 

0.8 

1371 

90 

2.99 

0.8 

230 

29 

2.80 

0.8 

-0.19 

-0.23 

PUERTO  RICAN 

290 

31 

2.93 

0.9 

231 

22 

2.95 

0.9 

59 

9 

2.89 

0.8 

-0.06 

-0.07 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

809 

74 

3.07 

0.9 

710 

60 

3.06 

0.8 

99 

15 

3.11 

0.9 

0.05 

0.06 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

19291 

2629 

3.14 

0.8 

17465 

2236 

3.17 

0.8 

1826 

393 

2.98 

0.8 

-0.19» 

-0.25 

PRIVATE 

652 

82 

3.26 

0.6 

626 

70 

3.32 

0.6 

26 

13 

2.93 

0.5 

-0.39 

-0.63 

CATHOLIC 

2157 

188 

3.21 

0.8 

2103 

181 

3.22 

0.7 

54 

7 

2.82 

0.9 

-0.41 

-0.54 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4830 

640 

3.16 

0.8 

4515 

572 

3.17 

0.7 

315 

68 

3.00 

0.8 

-0.17 

-0.23 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6368 

824 

3.15 

0.8 

5920 

728 

3.17 

0.8 

448 

96 

2.95 

0.8 

-0.22* 

-0.29 

SOUTH 

6981 

953 

3.13 

0.8 

6211 

787 

3.17 

0.8 

770 

166 

2.97 

0.8 

-0.20* 

-0.25 

WEST 

3921 

482 

3.18 

0.8 

3548 

400 

3.22 

0.8 

373 

82 

2.98 

0.8 

-0.24* 

-0.32 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

9603 

1289 

3.11 

0.8 

8574 

1065 

3.14 

0.8 

1029 

224 

2.98 

0.8 

-0.15» 

-0.20 

ACADEMIC 

7943 

983 

3.28 

0.7 

7693 

924 

3.29 

0.7 

250 

59 

3.13 

0.8 

-0.16 

-0.22 

VOCATIONAL 

4164 

576 

3.04 

0.8 

3608 

461 

3.08 

0.8 

556 

116 

2.88 

0.8 

-0.20* 

-0.25 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4622 

578 

3.14 

0.8 

4082 

464 

3.19 

0.8 

540 

113 

2.96 

0.9 

-0.22* 

-0.29 

SUBURBAN 

10919 

1383 

3.17 

0.8 

10138 

1213 

3.20 

0.7 

781 

170 

2.97 

0.8 

-0.22* 

-0.30 

RURAL 

6559 

938 

3.13 

0.8 

5974 

809 

3.15 

0.8 

585 

129 

2.98 

0.8 

-0.17* 

-0.22 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-23 


I  AM  POPULAR  WITH  OTHER  STUDENTS  IN  MY  CUSS 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 


ALL  SOPHOM0RES-1V80 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BESS 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

tACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

;E0GRAPHIC  *EGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

WRRICULUN: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

OMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 

23216 


11290 
11926 


5597 
11115 
5814 


16800 
2970 
302 
230 
1707 
300 
841 


20307 
672 
2239 


5121 
6675 
7316 
4106 


10213 
8137 
4438 


4816 
11501 
6901 


WTD 

N 

3053 


1512 
1541 


720 
1500 
745 


2370 
377 
32 
30 
128 
32 
77 


2771 
65 
196 


681 
866 
1004 
502 


1372 
1007 
619 


601 
1463 
988 


PERCENT 

77.2 


76.9 
77.4 


69.7 
78.1 
63.0 


77.6 
79.0 
69.2 
68.1 
70.1 
71.6 
76.6 


76.7 
61.2 
82.4 


79.2 
76.1 
77.1 
76.4 


75.5 
62.1 
73.7 


77.8 
77.9 
75.6 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 

21126 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 


10245 
Z9883 


4727 
10267 
5591 


15530 
2638 
287 
182 
1464 
238 
733 


16300 
646 
2182 


4764 
6187 
6463 
3714 


9087 
7871 
3823 


4232 
10634 
6262 


WTD 

SAMP 

WTD 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

rCKWCn 1 

2604 

76.1 

2090 

449 

71.7 

1279 

77.6 

1045 

233 

71  0 

1325 

76.4 

1045 

216 

545 

70.3 

870 

175 

68.0 

1309 

79.0 

848 

190 

72  A 

689 

83.3 

223 

56 

78.9 

2055 

78.5 

1270 

315 

71.6 

311 

80.4 

332 

66 

72.6 

30 

69.8 

15 

2 

59.7 

22 

68.8 

48 

6 

66.0 

97 

70.0 

243 

30 

70.4 

23 

71.3 

62 

10 

72.4 

61 

77.9 

108 

16 

71.4 

2142 

77.7 

2007 

429 

71.1 

73 

80.9 

26 

12 

83.4 

169 

82.3 

57 

6 

85.3 

604 

80.5 

357 

76 

69.0 

762 

76.6 

488 

104 

72.9 

821 

78.3 

853 

182 

71.5 

416 

77.1 

392 

86 

72.9 

1128 

76.3 

1126 

244 

71.6 

946 

62.4 

266 

60 

76.2 

490 

74.6 

615 

129 

70.0 

482 

78.6 

584 

119 

74.6 

1275 

76.6 

867 

186 

73.2 

847 

77.2 

639 

141 

67.3 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

-6.4* 


-5.9* 
-7.0* 


-2.3 

-6.4* 

-4.4 


-6.7* 

-7.8* 
-10.1 

-2.8 
0.3 
1.1 

-6.6 


-6.6* 
2.5 
3.0 


-11.5* 
-3.6 
-6.8* 
-4.2 


-4.5* 

-4.2 

-4.6 


-4.0 

-5.4* 

-9.9* 


OTE:  WEIGHTED  N  i3  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-24 


DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  ATHLETIC? 
<l=NOT  AT  ALL;  3=VERYI 


ALL  S0PH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTD 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

E39Z5 

313  f 

1  Al 

1  .Ol 

91  7BC 

9AA1 

coal 

1  A& 

n  7 

91AA 

AC  A 

1  <Dl 

0  7 

SEX  2 

MALE 

11730 

1566 

1.96 

0.7 

10645 

1325 

1.99 

0.7 

1085 

241 

1.75 

0.7 

-0.24* 

-0.34 

FEMALE 

12195 

1570 

1.67 

0.7 

11140 

1355 

1.70 

0.7 

1055 

215 

1.47 

0.6 

-0.23* 

-0.32 

SES: 

LOW 

5607 

744 

1.68 

0.7 

4916 

568 

1.71 

0.7 

891 

176 

1.56 

0.6 

-0.15* 

-0.22 

MIDDLE 

11354 

1527 

1.81 

0.7 

10495 

1335 

1.64 

0.7 

859 

191 

1.61 

0.7 

-0.23* 

-0.32 

HIGH 

5970 

764 

1.96 

0.7 

5744 

708 

1.96 

0.7 

226 

56 

1.66 

0.7 

-0.11 

-0.15 

RACE: 

WHITE 

17221 

2424 

1.79 

0.7 

15932 

2107 

1.83 

0.7 

1289 

318 

1.54 

0.6 

-0.29* 

-0.41 

BLACK 

3110 

393 

1.94 

0.8 

2760 

325 

1.94 

0.8 

350 

68 

1.91 

0.8 

-0.03 

-0.03 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

316 

33 

1.81 

0.7 

298 

31 

1.80 

0.7 

18 

2 

1.95 

0.6 

0.14 

0.21 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

240 

31 

1.83 

0.7 

191 

23 

1.88 

0.7 

49 

8 

1.67 

0.7 

-0.22 

-0.31 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1785 

133 

1.74 

0.7 

1535 

102 

1.78 

0.7 

250 

32 

1.61 

0.6 

-0.17 

-0.23 

PUERTO  RICAN 

314 

33 

1.85 

0.7 

251 

23 

1.85 

0.7 

63 

10 

1.85 

0.7 

-0.00 

-0.00 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

865 

80 

1.83 

0.7 

758 

64 

1.87 

0.7 

107 

16 

1.65 

0.7 

-0.22 

-0.31 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

20932 

2851 

1.80 

0.7 

18879 

2415 

1.84 

0.7 

2053 

436 

1.62 

0.7 

-0.22* 

-0.31 

PRIVATE 

688 

87 

1.95 

0.7 

662 

75 

1.99 

0.7 

26 

12 

1.72 

0.7 

-0.26 

-0.38 

CATHOLIC 

2305 

199 

1.87 

0.7 

2244 

191 

1.87 

0.7 

61 

8 

1.69 

0.6 

-0.19 

-0.27 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST 

5208 

689 

1.82 

0.7 

4848 

615 

1.84 

0.7 

360 

74 

1.64 

0.7 

-0.20* 

-0.28 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6916 

894 

1.82 

0.7 

6415 

788 

1.86 

0.7 

501 

106 

1.51 

0.6 

-0.35* 

-0.49 

SOUTH 

7582 

1040 

1.79 

0.7 

6717 

854 

1.81 

0.7 

865 

186 

1.67 

0.7 

-0.15* 

-0.20 

WEST 

4219 

514 

1.84 

0.7 

3805 

425 

1.88 

0.7 

414 

90 

1.63 

0.7 

-0.25* 

-0.35 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10549 

1418 

1.77 

0.7 

9394 

1167 

1.82 

0.7 

1155 

251 

1.56 

0.6 

-0.26* 

-0.37 

ACADEMIC 

8325 

1024 

1.92 

0.7 

8060 

966 

1.92 

0.7 

265 

59 

1.78 

0.7 

-0.15 

-0.21 

VOCATIONAL 

4615 

638 

1.73 

0.7 

3976 

506 

1.75 

0.7 

639 

130 

1.65 

0.7 

-0.10 

-0.14 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4999 

619 

1.79 

0.7 

4403 

499 

1.82 

0.7 

596 

120 

1.65 

0.7 

-0.16* 

-0.23 

SUBURBAN 

11844 

1503 

1.82 

0.7 

10962 

1313 

1.85 

0.7 

882 

190 

1.62 

0.6 

-0.23* 

-0.33 

RURAL 

7082 

1015 

1.81 

0.7 

6420 

669 

1.85 

0.7 

662 

145 

1.60 

0.7 

-0.25* 

-0.36 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  '8-25 


DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  SOCIALLY  ACTIVE* 
(l=NOT  AT  ALL;  3= VERY) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES- 1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


•  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 

N 


23781  3119 


5752  737 
11295  1519 
5953  763 


17150  2415 

3074  388 

312  33 
237  31 

1763  132 

313  33 
658  79 


20797  2833 
687  87 
2297  198 


5182  686 

6877  688 

7519  1031 

4203  514 


10484  1409 
6301  1023 
♦573  631 


4965  615 
11778  1496 
7038  1008 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


MEAN 
1.97 


11634  1553  1.89 
12147    1566  2.04 


1.85 
1.98 
2.06 


1.96 
2.07 
1.85 
1.87 
1.83 
2.06 
1.94 


1.96 
2.07 
2.02 


1.99 
1.95 
1.97 
1.95 


1.93 
2.04 
1.93 


1.97 
1.97 
1.96 


5.0. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


21669  2667 


10567  1316 
11102  1352 


♦875  563 
10444  1329 
5730  707 


15869  2099 

2735  321 

295  31 

187  23 

1520  101 

251  23 

751  63 


4823  612 

6383  783 

6666  848 

3797  425 


MEAN 
1.97 


1.89 
2.05 


1.85 
1.98 
2.06 


1.97 
2.08 
1.83 
1.82 
1.84 
1.99 
1.98 


18771    2401  1.97 
662       76  2.08 
2236     191  2.02 


1.99 
1.96 
1.98 
1.97 


9345  1161  1.94 
8034  963  "  2.05 
3946     504  1.93 


4378     496  1.97 
10904    1306  1.98 
6387     865  1.97 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


SAMP 
N 


1067 
1045 


877 
851 
223 


1281 
339 
17 
50 
243 
62 
107 


WTD 
N 


2112  451 


238 
214 


174 
190 
55 


316 
67 
2 
8 
31 
9 
16 


MEAN 
1.91 


1.84 
1.99 


1.86 
1.93 
2.02 


1.88 
2.03 
2.12 
2.02 
1.80 
2.23 
1.80 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


587  119  1.98  Q.7 
874  189  1.87  0.7 
651      143     1.90  0.7 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 

STAYERS  SIZE 

-0.07  -0.10 


-0.06 
-0.07 


0.01 
-0.05 
-0.05 


-0.08 

-0.05 
0.29 
0.20 

-0.04 
0.23 

-0.18 


2026 

432 

1.90 

0.7 

-0.06 

25 

12 

2.01 

0.6 

-0.07 

61 

8 

1.94 

0.5 

-0.08 

359 

74 

1.99 

0.7 

0.00 

494 

105 

1.91 

0.7 

-0.05 

853 

183 

1.90 

0.7 

-0.08 

406 

89 

1.86 

0.7 

-0.11 

1139 

248 

1.89 

0.7 

-0.05 

267 

59 

1.95 

0.7 

-0.10 

627 

128 

1.93 

0.7 

-0.00 

0.01 
-0.11» 
-0.07 


0.C1 
-0.08 
-0.08 


-0.13 

-0.07 
0.47 
0.30 

-0.06 
0.34 

-0.28 


-0.10 
-0.12 
-0.13 


0.01 
-0.06 
-0.13 
-0.17 


-0.07 
-0.17 
-0.00 


0.02 
-0.16 
-0.10 
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Table  8-26 


DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  A  6000  STUDENT? 
(1=N0T  AT  ALL;  3=VERY) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 


Ct  AMD 

3Anr 

urn 

SAMP 

WTO 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

y 
Ti 

Ti 

MPAKl 
nCAN 

«t  n 

DmU  ■ 

U 
n 

U 

n 

HPAM 
rlCAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

23997 

3146 

2.18 

0.6 

21850 

2688 

2.22 

0.6 

2147 

458 

1.95 

0.6 

-0.27* 

-0.47 

BE  V  • 

MALE 

1 1  7CQ 
11/37 

9  19 

2  .12 

0  .o 

1  nAAQ 

1 197 

1<JC  / 

9  17 
2.1/ 

II  ■  D 

1  ft  Oft 

9&9 
C**C 

1  AA 

X  a  OW 

0.6 

-0 ■ 28* 

-0.49 

FEMALE 

12236 

1  eu 
1576 

9  9C 

2 .25 

O  .o 

1 1 1  Al 
lllOl  • 

1  TA1 
1  jOI 

9  90 

2 .20 

ft  A 

1  ftR7 

91 R 
2x9 

9  tiX 
C  •  Uj 

u  ■  o 

-0  9R» 

-0.44 

SES: 

■  nu 

C0  9C 

DO  CD 

76A 

C  lib 

0.6 

4934 

569 

2.17 

0.6 

891 

177 

1.98 

0.6 

-0.19* 

-0.31 

urnni  k 
nIODLE 

1 1 

1C9Q 

9  17 
2  .  1  / 

n  *t 
u  .0 

i  nci  7 

1338 

9  9ft 

0.6 

859 

191 

1  92 

0.6 

-0 . 28* 

-0.49 

HIGH 

enoo 
DvOO 

too 

9  9A 
C  ■  CO 

II  ■  O 

711 

/XX 

2  31 
c  .  <*x 

0.6 

295 

56 

1.92 

0.6 

-0.39* 

-0.69 

RACE: 

WHITE 

17259 

2429 

2.16 

0.6 

15968 

2111 

2.20 

0.6 

1291 

318 

1.85 

0.6 

-0.35* 

-0.62 

BLACK 

3125 

395 

2.38 

0.6 

2775 

326 

2.40 

0.6 

350 

69 

2.31 

0.6 

-0.09 

-0.15 

ASIAN -AMERICAN 

320 

34 

2.33 

0.6 

303 

31 

2.36 

0.6 

17 

2 

1.98 

0.4 

-0.38 

-0.66 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

241 

31 

2.11 

0.7 

192 

23 

2.12 

0.7 

49 

8 

2.08 

0.6 

-0.04 

-0.06 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1789 

134 

2.11 

0.6 

1536 

102 

2.14 

0.6 

253 

32 

2.02 

0.6 

-0.12 

-0.21 

PUERTO  RICAN 

318 

34 

2.27 

0.7 

253 

24 

2.22 

0.7 

65 

10 

2.39 

0.7 

0.17 

0.26 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

869 

80 

2.11 

0.6 

762 

64 

2.17 

0.6 

107 

16 

1.84 

0.6 

-0.33* 

-0.57 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 

-0.46 

PUBLIC 

21004 

2859 

2.18 

0.6 

18943 

2421 

2.22 

0.6 

2061 

438 

1.96 

0.6 

-0.26* 

PRIVATE 

689 

87 

2.14 

0.6 

664 

75 

2.19 

0.6 

25 

12 

1.83 

0.6 

-0.36 

-0.62 

CATHOLIC 

2304 

199 

2.22 

0.6 

2243 

191 

2.24 

0.6 

61 

8 

1.81 

0.6 

-0.43* 

-0.75 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION! 

NORTHEAST 

5221 

691 

2.20 

0.6 

4854 

615 

2.23 

0.6 

367 

76 

1.96 

0.6 

-0.27* 

-0.46 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6927 

896 

2.15 

0.6 

6428 

789 

2.18 

0.6 

499 

107 

1.89 

0.6 

-0.29* 

-0.51 

SOUTH 

7621 

1043 

2.20 

0.6 

6752 

857 

2.25 

0.6 

869 

186 

2.01 

0.6 

-0.24* 

-0.41 

WEST 

4228 

515 

2.19 

0.6 

3816 

426 

2.25 

0.6 

412 

89 

1.90 

0.6 

-0.35* 

-0.61 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10568 

1419 

2.08 

0.6 

9421 

1169 

2.13 

0.6 

1147 

250 

1.89 

0.6 

-0.24* 

-0.42 

ACADEMIC 

8341 

1026 

2.36 

0.6 

8073 

967 

2.37 

0.6 

268 

59 

2.09 

0.6 

-0.28* 

-0.51 

VOCATIONAL 

4646 

643 

2.13 

0.6 

3998 

511 

2.17 

0.6 

648 

132 

2.00 

0.6 

-0.17* 

-0.29 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

5030 

624 

2.22 

0.6 

4427 

501 

2.26 

0.6 

603 

123 

2.04 

0.7 

-0.22* 

-0.38 

SUBURBAN 

11862 

1504 

2.18 

0.6 

10983 

1315 

2.22 

0.6 

879 

189 

1.93 

0.6 

-0.29* 

-0.52 

RURAL 

7105 

1017 

2.16 

0.6 

6440 

871 

2.20 

0.6 

665 

146 

1.91 

0.6 

-0.29* 

-0.51 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-27 


00  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  IMPORTANT9 
<1=N0T  AT  ALL;  3=VERY> 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23584  3093 


11560 
12024 


1544 
1549 


5731  735 
11190  1504 
5894  756 


17019  2396 

3049  386 

309  32 

232  30 

1735  130 

308  33 

859  79 


20627  2809 
680  87 
2277  197 


5143  680 

6825  883 

7471  1024 

4145  506 


10418  1399 
8208  1011 
4533  627 


4914  609 
11658  1479 
7012  1004 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


MEAN 

1.94 


1.91 
1.98 


1.84 
1.95 
2.04 


1.93 
2.03 
1.94 
1.91 
1.87 
1.98 
1.98 


1.94 
2.01 
2.03 


1.95 
1.94 
1.95 
1.94 


1.90 
2.02 
1.92 


1.95 
1.96 
1.92 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


21486  2645 


10495  1307 
10991  1339 


4859  561 
10343  1317 
5670  700 


15743  2082 

2709  319 

292  30 

186  23 

1498  99 

247  23 

752  63 


18613  2381 
655  75 
2218  189 


4787  607 

6329  777 

6624  842 

3746  419 


4334  491 
10795  1294 
6357  661 


MEAN 
1.95 


1.92 
1.99 


1.85 
1.96 
2.04 


1.95 
2.02 
1.95 
1.92 
1.88 
1.88 
2.01 


1.95 
2.02 
2.03 


1.96 
1.95 
1.96 
1.95 


9283  1153  1.91 
7950  953  2.03 
3907     500  1.92 


1.95 
1.97 
1.94 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


1065 
1033 


872 
847 
224 


1276 
340 
17 
46 
237 
61 
107 


2014 
25 
59 


580 
863 
655 


WTD 
N 


2098  447 


237 
210 


174 
188 
56 


314 
67 
2 
7 
30 
9 
16 


428 
12 
7 


MEAN 
1.88 


1.84 
1.02 


1.80 
1.89 
2.03 


1.83 
2.09 
1.87 
1.90 
1.83 
2.21 
1.85 


1.87 
1.99 
2.1? 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.4 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


1135  246  1.84 
258  58  1.96 
626      128  1.91 


118 
186 
143 


1.95 
1.88 
1.82 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS  EFFECT 
STAYERS  SIZE 


-0.08* 


-0.07 
-0.07 


-0.05 
-0.06 
-0.01 


-0.12* 

0.07 
-0.08 
-0.02 
-0.05 
0.33 
-0.16 


-0.08« 
-0.02 
0.10 


-0.07 
-0  06 
-0.01 


-0.00 
-0.09 

-0..  * 


-0.13 


-0.13 
-0.13 


-0.08 
-0.11 
-0.02 


-0.21 
0.10 
-0.13 
-0.03 
-0.09 
0.56 
-0.27 


-0.13 
-0.04 
0.18 


356 

73 

1.89 

0.7 

-0.07 

-0.12 

496 

106 

1.85 

0.6 

-0.10 

-0.17 

847 

182 

1.89 

0.6 

-0.07 

-0.11 

399 

87 

1.87 

0.6 

-0.08 

-0.14 

-0.13 
-0.11 
-0.02 


-0.01 
-0.16 
-0.19 
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Table  8-28 


i 

DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  A  TROUBLE  MAKER? 
(l-VERY;  3-NOT  AT  ALL) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


DROPOUTS 


333 


SAMP 

NTD 

SxMP 

MTD 

SAMP 

NTD 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

23683 

3105 

2.70 

0.5 

21574 

2655 

2.72 

0.5 

2109 

450 

2.55 

0.6 

-0.17* 

-0.33 

SEX: 

MALE 

11606 

1550 

2.62 

0.6 

10538 

1312 

2.64 

0.6 

1068 

238 

2.47 

0.7 

-0.18* 

-0.32 

FEMALE 

12077 

1556 

2.77 

0.5 

11036 

1344 

2.79 

0.5 

1041 

212 

2.64 

0.6 

-0.15* 

-0.33 

SES: 

LOW 

5733 

736 

2.71 

0.5 

4856 

561 

2.74 

0.5 

877 

175 

2.61 

0.6 

-0.13* 

-0.24 

MIDOLE 

11242 

1510 

2.69 

0.5 

10397 

1323 

2.72 

0.5 

845 

187 

2.52 

0.6 

-0.20* 

-0.36 

HIGH 

5928 

759 

2.70 

0.5 

5705 

704 

2.72 

0.5 

223 

55 

2.44 

0.7 

-0.27* 

-0.53 

RACE: 

-0.36 

WHITE 

17105 

2407 

2.68 

0.5 

15821 

2092 

2.70 

0.5 

1284 

316 

2.51 

0.6 

-0.19* 

BLACK 

3043 

386 

2.83 

0.5 

2705 

319 

2.86 

0.4 

338 

67 

2.71 

0.6 

-0.15* 

-0.33 

ASIAN* AMERICAN 

309 

32 

2.78 

0.5 

293 

30 

2.79 

0.5 

16 

2 

2.56 

0.7 

-0.23 

-0.47 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

234 

31 

2.56 

0.7 

186 

23 

2.61 

0.6 

48 

8 

2.43 

0.7 

-0.18 

-0.28 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1749 

130 

2.69 

0.5 

1509 

99 

2.73 

0.5 

240 

31 

2.57 

O.f 

-0.15 

-0.28. 

PUERTO  RICAN 

311 

33 

2.73 

0.5 

249 

23 

2.74 

0.5 

62 

10 

2.72 

0.5 

-0.02 

-0.04 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

857 

79 

2.65 

0.6 

750 

63 

2.69 

0.5 

107 

16 

2.53 

0.6 

-0.16 

-0.29 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 

PUBLIC 

20714 

2822 

2.70 

0.5 

18691 

2391 

2.73 

0.5 

2023 

431 

2.56 

0.6 

-0.17* 

-0.32 

PRIVATE 

684 

86 

2.59 

6.6 

659 

75 

2.62 

0.6 

25 

12 

2.39 

0.6 

-0.23 

-0.41 

CATHOLIC 

2285 

197 

2.64 

0.6 

2224 

189 

2.67 

0.5 

61 

8 

2.08 

0.7 

-0.58* 

-1.08 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5166 

684 

2.69 

0.5 

4806 

610 

2.71 

0.5 

360 

74 

2.49 

0.6 

-0.22* 

-0.43 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6854 

886 

2.63 

0.6 

6361 

781 

2.65 

0.5 

493 

105 

2.47 

0.6 

-0.18* 

-0.33 

SOUTH 

7489 

1026 

2.76 

0.5 

6638 

843 

2.80 

0.5 

851 

183 

2.62 

0.6 

-0.17* 

-0.36 

NEST 

4174 

509 

2.68 

0.6 

3769 

421 

2.71 

0.5 

405 

88 

2.54 

0.6 

-0.17* 

-0.31 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

10428 

1401 

2.66 

0.6 

9287 

1153 

2.68 

0.5 

1141 

248 

2.54 

0.6 

-0.14* 

-0.25 

ACADEMIC 

8269 

1018 

2.77 

0.5 

8010 

960 

2.78 

0.5 

259 

58 

2.63 

0.6 

-0.15 

-0.32 

VOCATIONAL 

4553 

630 

2.67 

0.6 

3926 

502 

2.70 

0.5 

627 

128 

2.53 

0.6 

-0.17* 

-0,30 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4933 

613 

2.73 

0.5 

4351 

494 

2.77 

0.5 

582 

119 

2.58 

0.6 

-0.20* 

-0.39 

SUBURBAN 

11715 

1485 

2.68 

0.5 

10844 

1298 

2.71 

0.5 

871 

188 

2.52 

0.6 

-0.18* 

-0.35 

RURAL 

7035 

1007 

2.69 

0.5 

6379 

864 

2.71 

0.5 

656 

143 

2.56 

0.6 

-0.15* 

-0.29 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


ERIC 


Table  8-2? 


6000  LUCK  IS  MORE  IMPORTANT  THAN  HARD  WORK  FOR  SUCCESS 
C1-A6REE  STRONGLY;  4=0ISAGREE  STRONGLY ) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BUCK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERILM 
PUERTO  RICAM 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 

N 


21862  2873 


10525 
11337 


515* 
104fO 
5611 


1407 
1466 


659 
1413 
718 


15903  2239 
2738  347 

288 

212 
1602 

271 

783 


31 
27 
119 
29 
72 


19102  2606 
660  83 
2100  184 


4753 
6331 
6880 
3896 


632 
620 
942 
479 


9502  1280 
7850  970 
4138  573 


4561  571 
10861  1380 
6440  921 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


MEAN 
3.07 


3.02 
3.12 


2.94 
3.09 
3.20 


3.14 
2.83 
3.03 
3.00 
2.84 
2.76 
2.88 


3.06 
3.16 
3.22 


3.08 
3.12 
3.00 
3.13 


3.05 
3.22 
2.90 


3.01 
3.10 
3.07 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOUUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


19959  2464 


9586 
10373 


1198 
1266 


14746  1952 
2432  286 


273 
169 
1382 
217 
686 


29 
20 
92 
20 
59 


17277  2216 
635  71 
2047  177 


4435 
5878 
6113 
3533 


565 
724 
777 
398 


8476  f056 
7595  912 
3586  461 


4018  460 
10079  1209 
5862  795 


MEAN 
3.11 


3.06 
3.15 


4365  503  2.97 
9682  1240  3.11 
5407     665  3.21 


3.16 
2.86 
3.06 
3.00 
2.86 
2.76 
2.93 


3.09 
3.19 
3.22 


3.10 
3.15 
3.C4 
3.16 


3.07 
3.23 
2.96 


3.07 
3.13 
3.09 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOUUP 


SAMP 

MTV 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.O 

0.7 

1903 

408 

2.6? 

0.8 

0.7 

939 

209 

2.84 

0.9 

0.7 

964 

200 

2.93 

0.8 

0.8 

787 

155 

2.64 

0.8 

0.7 

778 

174 

2.91 

0.8 

0.7 

204 

53 

2.99 

0.8 

0.7 

1157 

287 

2.95 

0.8 

0.9 

306 

61 

2.68 

0.9 

0.6 

15 

2 

2.51 

0.8 

0.8 

43 

7 

2.98 

0.8 

0.8 

220 

27 

2.79 

0.8 

0.7 

54 

8 

2.76 

1.0 

0.8 

97 

14 

2.68 

1.0 

0.7 

1825 

389 

2.87 

0.8 

0.6 

25 

12 

3.02 

0.7 

0.6 

53 

7 

3.27 

0.7 

0.7 

318 

67 

2.88 

0.8 

0.7 

453 

96 

2.89 

0.8 

0.7 

767 

165 

2.83 

0.9 

0.7 

365 

61 

3.01 

0.8 

0.7 

1026 

223 

2.97 

0.8 

0.6 

255 

59 

2.99 

0.8 

0.8 

552 

112 

2.69 

0.9 

0.7 

543 

111 

2.77 

0.9 

0.7 

782 

171 

2.93 

0.8 

0.7 

578 

126 

2.92 

0.8 

DROPOUTS 
MINUS  EFFECT 


STAYERS 


-0.22* 


-0.22* 
-0.22* 


-0.13 

-0.20* 

-0.22 


•0.21* 
-0.19 
.55 
.03 
.07 
.01 
.25 


-0.22* 
-0.17 
0.05 


-0.22* 
-0.26* 
-0.21* 
-0.15 


-0.10 

-0.25* 

-0.27* 


-0.29* 
-0.20* 
-0.17* 


SIZE 


-0.30 


-0.29 
-0.32 


-0.17 
-0.29 
-0.34 


-0.31 
-0.22 


85 
03 
09 
01 
30 


-0.30 
-0.26 
0.06 


-0.31 
-0.36 
-0.28 
-0.21 


-0.14 
-0.36 
-0.34 


-0.39 
-0.28 
-0.23 
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Table  8-30 


EVERY  TIME  I  TRY  TO  6ET  AHEAD »  SOMETHING  OR  SOMEBODY  STOPS  ME 
( Is  AGREE  STRONGLY;  ^DISAGREE  STRONGLY) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

MTD 

SAMP 

MTD 

<t  AMD 

W  III 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

LI 

N 

MEAN 

9.U  . 

u 
Ti 

u 

N 

nCAN 

4TAYFD4 
91  A  T  CIO 

CIT7P 
3  IXC 

TOTAL 

21270 

2789 

2*74 

0.7 

19407 

2394 

2.78 

0.7 

lOO  3 

toe 

379 

9  C9 
C  .DC 

fl  A 
U  .O 

—  W  .  CO  w 

-fl  XA 

SEX* 

-0.31 

MALE 

10  30  3 

1  WE 

1375 

Z.7Q 

n  7 

ii  m 

n /u 

9  fX 

Cm  / 3 

0.7 

931 

9  OA 

2  50 

0.8 

-0.23* 

FEMALE 

10967 

1414 

2*78 

0.7 

1  fill  YE 

10035 

1224 

Z *BZ 

n  7 

QX9 

1  Ql 
171 

C  .  3*t 

fl  A 
V  •  o 

-ft  9  A* 

V  ■  CO" 

-0.41 

SES: 

LOM 

5012 

636 

2.58 

0.8 

4248 

488 

2.62 

0.7 

764 

148 

2.47 

0.8 

-0.15* 

-0.20 

MIDDLE 

10208 

1374 

Z.74 

O  .7 

QAA1 

W?3 

1  9AC 
lcU-> 

9  77 

fl  7 

169 

C  • 

0.8 

-0.25» 

-0.36 

HIGH 

5432 

699 

2*91 

O  .6 

5232 

0*?/ 

9  QX 

C  .  tJ 

fl  ik 

9flfl 
CUU 

W9 

9  79 

C  .  ffi 

0.7 

-0  90 

U  a  CV 

-0.32 

dapp  • 

KW*C  * 

-0.43 

WHITE 

15425 

2170 

2.77 

0.7 

14296 

1892 

2.80 

0.7 

1129 

278 

2.51 

0.8 

-0.30* 

BLACK 

2683 

336 

2.65 

0.8 

2391 

281 

2.67 

0.8 

292 

57 

2.54 

0.9 

-*.13 

-0.16 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

272 

30 

2.76 

0.7 

258 

28 

2.77 

0.7 

14 

2 

2.73 

0.6 

-0.04 

-0.05 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

203 

26 

2.51 

0.8 

162 

20 

2.52 

0.8 

41 

7 

2.47 

0.8 

-0.05 

-0.07 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1561 

115 

2.61 

0.7 

1339 

88 

2.63 

0.7 

222 

27 

2.56 

0.8 

-0.08 

-0.10 

PUERTO  RICAN 

272 

30 

2.56 

0.8 

214 

20 

2.62 

0.8 

56 

9 

2.43 

0.8 

-0.19 

-0.24 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

794 

73 

2.74 

0.8 

698 

59 

2.75 

0.8 

96 

14 

2.69 

0.8 

-0.06 

-0.08 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

0.8 

-0.25* 

-0.35 

PUBLIC 

18607 

2533 

2.73 

0.7 

16818 

2155 

2.76 

0.7 

1789 

378 

2.51 

PRIVATE 

618 

77 

2.92 

0.6 

595 

67 

2.97 

0.6 

23 

11 

2.62 

0.7 

-0.35 

-0.57 

CATHOLIC 

2045 

178 

2.88 

0.7 

1994 

172 

2.88 

0.7 

51 

7 

2.85 

0.7 

-0.03 

-0.05 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

-0.31* 

-0.44 

NORTHEAST 

4673 

621 

2.79 

0.7 

4365 

557 

2.82 

0.7 

308 

64 

2.51 

0.8 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6131 

793 

2.75 

0.7 

5695 

702 

2.78 

0.7 

436 

91 

2.56 

0.8 

-0.22* 

-0.31 

SOUTH 

6668 

910 

2.66 

0.7 

5916 

749 

2.71 

0.7 

752 

161 

2.47 

0.8 

-0.24* 

-0.33 

MEST 

3798 

465 

2.81 

0.7 

3431 

366 

2.85 

0.7 

367 

79 

2.60 

0.8 

-0.25* 

-0.36 

CURRICULUM: 

-0.18* 

GENERAL 

9261 

1244 

2.69 

0.7 

8263 

1029 

2.72 

0.7 

998 

214 

2.54 

0.8 

-0.25 

ACADEMIC 

7601 

942 

2.90 

0.7 

7361 

886 

2.92 

0.7 

240 

56 

2.63 

0.8 

-0.28* 

-0.43 

VOCATIONAL 

4040 

556 

2.61 

0.8 

3487 

445 

2.65 

0.7 

553 

111 

2.45 

0.8 

-0.20* 

-0.26 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

-0.24* 

-0.33 

URBAN 

4437 

553 

2.76 

0.7 

3911 

446 

2.80 

0.7 

526 

107 

2.57 

0.8 

SUBURBAN 

10604 

1346 

2.77 

0.7 

9825 

1179 

2.80 

0.7 

779 

167 

2.55 

0.8 

-0.25* 

-0.35 

RURAL 

6229 

889 

2.69 

0.7 

5671 

768 

2.73 

0.7 

558 

121 

2.44 

0.8 

-0.28* 

-0.40 

N0TE<  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-31 


PLANKING  ONLY  HAKES  A  PERSON  UNHAPPY,  SINCE  PLANS  HARDLY  EVER  WORK  OUT  ANYWAY 
(1SAWEE  STRONSLY5  4=DI«AGREE  STRONGLY) 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEHALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


21932  2880 


10530  1408 
11402  1472 


5154  659 
10506  1415 
5646  724 


15970  2246 
2732  346 


279 
216 
1594 
280 
799 


30 
28 
119 
30 
74 


19151  2608 
657  84 
2124  187 


4784 
6353 
6865 
3930 


635 
823 
940 
482 


4553  570 
10912  1386 
6467  924 


HOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


MEAN 

2.97 


2.91 
3.03 


2.79 
2.98 
3.14 


3.01 
2.86 
3.14 
2.69 
2.77 
2.77 
2.81 


2.96 
3.08 
3.06 


2.94 
3.00 
2.92 
3.05 


9572  1287  2.89 
7856  974  3.16 
4130     570  2.83 


2.96 
3.00 
2.93 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.9 
0.7 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP  WTO 
N  N 

20012  2469 


9582  1197 
10430  1272 


4369  505 
9724  1239 
5432  670 


14813  1959 
2421  285 


265 
171 
1369 
220 
702 


28 
21 
90 
22 
59 


17312  2217 
630  72 
2070  180 


4468 
5896 
6092 
3556 


568 
727 
774 
400 


8526  1061 
7606  916 
3576  457 


3999  456 
10128  1215 
5685  797 


MEAN 
3.01 


2.94 
3.07 


2.82 
3.01 
3.16 


3.04 
2.90 
3.14 
2.69 
2.82 
2.75 
2.84 


3.00 
3.10 
3.08 


2.97 
3.03 
2.96 
3.11 


2.94 
3.17 
2.86 


3.00 
3.03 
2.97 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.9 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


1920  411 


948 
972 


785 
782 
214 


1157 
311 
14 
45 
225 
60 
97 


211 
199 


154 
175 
54 


287 
61 
2 
7 
29 
9 
14 


MEAN 
2.74 


2.70 
2.78 


2.68 
2.77 
2.95 


2.76 
2.65 
3.23 
2.72 
2.59 
2.82 
2.70 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.5 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.8 

1839 

391 

2.73 

0.9 

0.7 

27 

12 

2.95 

0.6 

0.7 

54 

7 

2.66 

1.1 

0.8 

316 

67 

2.64 

0.9 

0.7 

457 

97 

2.74 

0.8 

0.8 

773 

166 

2.75 

0.8 

0.7 

374 

81 

2.79 

0.9 

0.8 

1046 

227 

2.69 

0.9 

0.7 

250 

58 

3.03 

0.9 

0.8 

554 

112 

2.70 

0.8 

0.8 

554 

113 

2.77 

0.9 

0.8 

784 

171 

2.75 

0.8 

0.8 

582 

126 

2.69 

0.9 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


-0.25* 
-0.29* 


-0.15* 
-0.24* 
-0.21 


-0.28* 

-0.25* 
0.10 
0.03 

-0.23 
0.07 

-0.13 


-0.27* 

-0.15 

-0.42 


-0.33* 
-0.29* 
-0.21* 
-0.32* 


-0.25* 

-0.14 

-0.16* 


-0.24* 
-0.28* 
-0.28* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 


-0.27*  -0.35 


-0.31 
-0.37 


-0.18 
-0.31 
-0.29 


-0.36 

-0.29 
0.14 
0.03 

-0.29 
0.08 

-0.16 


-0.34 
-0.22 
-0.56 


-0.42 
-0.39 
-0.26 
-0.42 


-0.32 
-0.20 
-0.20 


-0.30 
-0.37 
-0.35 
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Table  8-32 


PEOPLE  MHO  ACCEPT  THEIR  CONDITION  IN  LIFE  ARE  HAPPIER  THAN  THOSE  WHO  TRY  TO  CHANGE  THINGS 

(1-AGREE  STRONGLY;  4=0ISAGREE  STRONGLY) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 


SAMP 

HTD 

ciun 

SAnP 

urn 

MIL) 

4  AMD 

WTO 

MINUS 

EFFECT 

N 

N 

MEAN 

9.D. 

N 

u 

N 

MC1IJ 

rltAN 

U 
n 

M 

n 

MEAN 

S.O. 

STAYERS 

SIZE 

TOTAL 

20647 

2718 

2.44 

0.9 

16812 

2326 

2.45 

0.9 

1835 

392 

2.35 

0.9 

-0.10* 

-0.12 

sex: 

"0.10 

MALE 

9914 

1329 

Z.43 

a  a 
0.9 

OAAA 

1 1  9A 
11  CO 

9  AA 

ft  o 

014 

9tl9 

2.36 

0.9 

-0.08 

FEMALE 

10733 

13oo 

9  AA 

A  B 

0.9 

Vole 

1 1  OO 

llTT 

9  AA 

c  ."to 

ft  0 

091 

190 

9 

0.9 

-0.12 

-0.13 

SES: 

-0.03 

UM 

AD  79 
HO  /  C 

OCD 

0.8 

41  90 

479 

2.30 

0.8 

752 

146 

2.27 

0.8 

-0.03 

MIDDLE 

QQ^I 

7/31 

1 1tkf\ 

9  Al 
C  «H1 

A  O 

01  AA 

1173 

9  43 

0.9 

743 

167 

2.33 

0.9 

-0.10 

-0.11 

ut|U| 

high 

K9K1 
9Z91 

0/  / 

9  A9 

ft  0 

5041 

DC  J 

2.62 

0.9 

210 

54 

2.64 

0.8 

0.02 

0.02 

RACE: 

WHITE 

15028 

2121 

2.46 

0.9 

13917 

1845 

2.48 

0.9 

1111 

276 

2.36 

0.9 

-0.12* 

-0.14 

BLACK 

2555 

325 

2.34 

0.9 

2267 

268 

2.34 

0.9 

288 

57 

2.33 

0.9 

-0.02 

-0.02 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

261 

28 

2.48 

0.8 

245 

25 

2.44 

0.8 

16 

2 

2.91 

0.6 

0.48 

0.60 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

201 

27 

2.37 

0.9 

157 

20 

2.43 

0.9 

44 

7 

2.21 

0.9 

-0.22 

-0.25 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1509 

112 

2.32 

0.8 

1288 

86 

2.31 

0.8 

221 

27 

2.32 

0.8 

0.01 

0.01 

PUERTO  RICAN 

259 

28 

2.31 

0.9 

210 

20 

2.30 

0.8 

49 

7 

2.33 

1.0 

0.03 

0.04 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

772 

71 

2.33 

0.9 

676 

57 

2.33 

0.9 

96 

14 

2.32 

1.0 

-0.01 

-0.01 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

18068 

2469 

2.42 

0.9 

16304 

2095 

2.44 

0.9 

1764 

374 

2.34 

0.9 

-0.10* 

-0.12 

PRIVATE 

603 

78 

2.62 

0.8 

578 

66 

2.63 

0.8 

25 

12 

2.54 

0.7 

-0.09 

-0.11 

CATHOLIC 

1976 

171 

2.56 

0.9 

1930 

166 

2.56 

0.9 

46 

6 

2.83 

0.7 

0.28 

0.32 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

-0.21 

NORTHEAST 

4520 

600 

2.49 

0.9 

4221 

538 

2.51 

0.9 

299 

62 

2.32 

0.9 

-0.18 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5918 

768 

2.44 

0.8 

5493 

677 

2.46 

0.8 

425 

91 

2.33 

0.8 

-0.12 

-0.15 

SOUTH 

6560 

901 

2.37 

0.9 

5811 

741 

2.37 

0.9 

749 

160 

2.34 

0.9 

-0.03 

-0.04 

NEST 

3649 

449 

2.50 

0.9 

3287 

370 

2.52 

0.9 

362 

79 

2.42 

0.9 

-0.10 

-0.12 

CURRICULUM: 

-0.07 

-0.08 

6ENERAL 

9019 

1214 

2.36 

0.8 

8017 

999 

2.38 

0.8 

1002 

214 

2.31 

0.8 

ACADEMIC 

7321 

910 

2.61 

0.9 

7080 

854 

2.61 

0.9 

241 

56 

2.65 

0.9 

0.04 

0.04 

VOCATIONAL 

3951 

547 

2.31 

0.9 

3426 

439 

2.32 

0.8 

525 

108 

2.27 

0.9 

-0.05 

-0.06 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

-0.07 

-0.08 

URBAN 

4258 

534 

2.46 

0.9 

3746 

429 

2.47 

0.9 

512 

105 

2.40 

0.9 

SUBURBAN 

10264 

1308 

2.46 

0.9 

9502 

1143 

2.48 

0.9 

762 

165 

2.35 

0.9 

-0.13 

-0.15 

RURAL 

6125 

876 

2.39 

0.9 

5564 

754 

2.40 

0.9 

561 

122 

2.32 

0.9 

-0.09 

-0.10 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-33 


HHAT  HAPPENS  TO  ME  IS  MY  OWN  DOING 
(1=DISAGREE  STRONGLY;  4=AGREE  STRONGLY) 


ALL  S0PH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 
N 


21618  2842 


10510  1407 
11108  1435 


5096  651 
10406  1402 
5516  710 


15772  2223 

2663  337 

275  29 

209  27 

1574  117 

274  29 

790  73 


MEAN 
2.98 


3.01 
2.96 


2.97 
2.97 
3.01 


2.99 
2.89 
3.04 
2.93 
2.99 
3.02 
3.04 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 
N 


19721  2431 


9568  1196 
10153  1235 


4329  501 
9618  1224 
5302  654 


14613  1933 

2374  279 

261  27 

163  20 

1351  89 

218  21 

690  58 


MEAN 
2.97 


2.99 
2.95 


2.94 
2.96 
3.00 


2.98 
2.87 
3.06 
2.91 
2.96 
2.99 
3.02 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


18892 

2578 

2.98 

0.7 

17071 

2188 

2.97 

0.7 

637 

81 

2.90 

0.7 

611 

68 

2.91 

0.7 

2089 

182 

2.99 

0.7 

2039 

175 

2.97 

0.7 

4764 

635 

3.01 

0.7 

4447 

567 

2.99 

0.7 

6245 

810 

2.96 

0.7 

5795 

714 

2.94 

0.7 

6756 

922 

2.96 

0.7 

5997 

758 

2.95 

0.7 

3853 

475 

3.03 

0.7 

3482 

392 

3.03 

0.7 

9426 

1268 

2.98 

0.7 

8406 

1045 

2.97 

0.7 

7730 

959 

3.00 

0.7 

7479 

901 

2.99 

0.7 

4080 

564 

2.96 

0.7 

3524 

450 

2.94 

0.7 

4503 

565 

2.97 

0.7 

3966 

452 

2.95 

0.7 

10730 

1366 

2.98 

0.7 

9949 

1194 

2.97 

0.7 

6385 

911 

3.00 

0.7 

5806 

785 

2.99 

0.7 

SAMP 
N 


942 
955 


767 
788 
214 


1159 
289 
14 
46 
223 
56 
100 


WTO 
N 


1897  410 


211 
200 


150 
178 
56 


291 
57 
2 
7 
28 
8 
15 


MEAN 
3.06 


3.08 
3.04 


3.08 
3.04 
3.03 


3.06 
3.04 
2.80 
3.00 
3.09 
3.10 
3.13 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 
0.4 
0.9 
0.7 
0.9 
0.6 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAfERS 

0.09* 


0.08 
0.09 


0.13» 

0.08 

0.03 


0.07 
0.17 
-0.25 
0.09 
0.12 
0.11 
0.11 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.12 


0.12 
0.13 


0.18 
0.11 
0.04 


0.11 
0.21 
-0.41 
0.11 
0.18 
0.14 
0.15 


1821 

390 

3.06 

0.7 

0.09* 

0.12 

26 

13 

2.86 

0.9 

-0.05 

-0.07 

50 

7 

3.38 

0.6 

0.40» 

0.59 

317 

68 

3.16 

0.7 

0.17 

0.24 

450 

96 

3.06 

0.7 

0.11 

0.16 

759 

163 

3.04 

0.8 

0.09 

0.12 

371 

83 

3.01 

0.7 

-0.02 

-0.03 

1020 

223 

3.05 

0.7 

0.08 

0.12 

251 

59 

3.13 

0.7 

0.14 

0.20 

556 

115 

3.03 

0.8 

0.09 

0.12 

537 

113 

3.07 

0.8 

0.12 

0.16 

781 

171 

3.06 

0.7 

0.10 

0.14 

579 

126 

3.04 

0.7 

0.05 

0.07 

40TE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  8-?4 


Const rasts  between  Sophomore  School  Stayers 

and  Dropout 8  on  Life  Values 
(Key:     1  m  Not  Important;  3s  Very  Important) 


Sophomores  Who 
Stayed  In  School 

Sophomores 
Dropped 

Who 
Out 

Dropouts  Minus 
School  Stayers 

Effect 
Size 

How  Important  to  You  Is: 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN  S.D. 

Having  Lots  of 
Money 

2.24 

.6 

2.30 

.7 

.07* 

.11 

Having  Strong 
Friendships 

2.81 

.4 

2.74 

.5 

-.07* 

-.17 

Find  Steady  Work 

2.83 

.4 

2.77 

.5 

-.06* 

-.15 

Being  a  Community  Leader 

1.66 

.7 

1.59 

.7 

.07* 

-.11 

Living  Close  to  Parents 

1.98 

.7 

1.87 

.7 

-.11* 

-.16 

Getting  Away  from  This 

1.54 

.7 

1.72 

.8 

.18* 

.23 

Area  of  the  Country. 
^Significant  difference 
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attach  greater  importance  to  "having  loti  of  money"  and  "leaving  this 
part  of  the  country Values  such  at  having  strong  friendships,  being  a 
community  leader ,  finding  steady  work,  and  being  close  to  parents  were 
more  likely  to  be  characteristics  of  the  school  stayer  than  the  dropout. 
It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  mean  levels  of  the  responses  on  the 
importance  scale,  regardless  of  school  stayer  or  dropout  group,  were 
highest  for 


A  value  that  does  not  appear  in  this  table  because  the  contrast 
was  not  significant  was  importance  of  correcting  social  and  economic 
inequalities.    The  means  on  this  variable  were  1.78  and  1.76  for  school 
stayers  and  dropouts,  respectively.    The  relative  mean  importance  levels 
on  this  indicates  that  social  consciousness  is  considerably  lower  than 
the  mean  importance  levels  of  having  lots  of  money,  strong  friendships, 
and  having  steady  work. 


This  section  examines  dropouts1  changes  in  educational  plans  and  in 
self-perception.    Gains  in  achievement  and  life  skills  for  dropouts  have 
been  presented  in  Chapter  6.    Table  8-35  indicates  that  the  dropouts 
reduced  their  expectations  or  plans  with  respect  to  further  schooling. 
This  decline  in  expectations  is  consistent  across  almost  all  subpopula- 
tions.    This  decline  may  be  partially  the  result  of  financial  constraints 
due  to  the  general  economic  recession  present  in  1981  and  1982.  Additional 
evidence  for  this  notion  of  dropouts  scaling  down  their  educational  expec- 
tations during  the  1980-1982  period  is  provided  in  Table  8-36.    Table  8-36 
indicates  that  when  the  dropouts  were  followed  up  in  1982  only  about  one- 
fourth  of  them  (26.1  percent)  said  they  would  be  disappointed  if  they  did  not 
graduate  from  college.    As  sophomores  almost  40  percent  said  they  would  be 
disappointed  if  they  did  not  graduate  from  college. 

Table  8-37  below  presents  a  summary  of  the  gains  in  self-esteem 
indicated  for  dropouts  over  the  1980-1982  period.    It  shows  a  significant 
gain  on  all  self-esteem  items.    In  general  these  gains  were  consistent  in 
size  and  direction  across  all  subpopulations  with  the  exception  of 
Blacks.    For  most  items  the  Blacks  showed  somewhat  less  gain  than  the 
Whites  and  the  larger  Hispanic  groups.    It  may  be  that  dropping  out  of 
school  has  a  more  critical  impact  on  Blacks*  self-esteem  than  other 
groups.    Certainly  it  does  not  help  the  employment  prospects  of  Blacks 
who  already  have  a  limited  access  to  the  youth  labor  market. 

Locus  of  control  showed  generally  small  nonsignificant  positive 
changes  at  the  item  level.    Similarly,  there  was  little  or  no  change  in 
values.    When  asked  if  their  job  was  more  important  than  schooling,  a 
significantly  greater  percentage  of  1982  dropouts  reported  yes  than  they 
did  as  sophomores. 


o    having  lots  of  money 


o    having  strong  friendships 


o    having  steady  work. 


1980-1982  LONGITUDINAL  GAINS  FOR  DROPOUTS 


Table  8-35 


AS  THINGS  STAND  NOMt  HON  FAR  IN  SCHOOL  DO  YOU  THINK  YOU  HILL  OCT? 
Cl'LESS  THAN  HIGH  SCHOOL;  5'GRADUATE  DEGREE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  MHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1962 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1371 


719 
654 


569 
567 
136 


624 

6 
24 
156 
44 

71 


1326 
17 
30 


224 
340 
555 
254 


734 
170 

422 


WEIGHTED 
N 


334677 


161649 
152626 


126256 
143057 
39600 


233114 
54507 
965 
4971 
21673 
7262 
11607 


320473 
9666 
4536 


51960 
64294 
133517 
64906 


166292 
42613 
95705 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 


MEAN 
2.61 


2.59 
2.62 


2.37 
2.70 
3.06 


2.53 
2.66 
2.97 
2.35 
2.52 
2.61 
2.90 


2.60 
2.79 
2.46 


2.63 
2.46 
2.65 
2.69 


2.51 
3.44 
2.44 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
0.6 
0.6 


1.1 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.1 
0.9 


1962  DROPOUTS 


MEAN 
2.40 


2.41 
2.39 


2.17 
2.52 
2.76 


2.36 
2.65 
2.71 
2.07 
2.24 
2.36 
2.37 


2.40 
2.76 
1.62 


2.44 
2.33 
2.34 
2.59 


2.30 
2.94 
2.37 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
0.6 
1.2 
1.1 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1.2 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.0 


1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
0.9 
0.6 


1.2 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1962*196 
DIFFERENC 

-0.2» 


-0.2» 
-0.2* 


-0.2* 

-0.2 

-0.3 


-0.2» 

-0.2 

-0.3 

-0.3 

-0.3 

-0.4 

-0.5 


-0.2* 

-0.0 

-0.7 


-0.2 
-0.1 
-0.3* 
-0.1 


-0.2» 
-0.5» 
-0.1 


FFECT 
SIZE 

-0.2 


-0.2 
-0.2 


-O.t 
-0.2 
-0.3 


-0.2 
4.2 
-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.3 
-0.4 
-0.5 


-0.2 
-0.0 
-0.6 


-0.2 
-0.1 
-0.3 
-0.1 


-0.2 
-0.5 
-0.1 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


369 

557 
427 


66613 
142260 
103764 


2.60 
2.66 
2.37 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


2.63 
2.46 
2.12 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


l.X 
1.0 
0.9 


-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.2» 


-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.3 
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Table  8-36 


I  HILL  BE  DISAPPOINTED  IF  I  DON'T  GRADUATE  FROH  COLLEGE 
(PERCENT  TRUE) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  MHO  DROPPED  OUT  BY  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
HHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1678 


821 
857 


713 
704 
160 


1049 
261 
12 
29 
190 
53 
83 


1613 
19 
46 


300 
403 
671 
304 


925 
202 
484 


435 
699 
544 


NEIGHTED 
N 


410001 


208331 
201670 


163593 
180234 
46154 


294045 
58852 
1959 
5315 
27249 
8457 
13941 


393534 
9273 
7194 


72451 
98259 
160472 
78819 


227399 
53486 
114274 


100890 
170920 
138191 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 

PERCENT 

39.7 


37.0 
42.4 


38.6 
38.3 
48.3 


33.7 
65.5 
42.7 
39.5 
40.6 
51.6 
47.8 


39.9 
35.9 
32.3 


40.6 
29.0 
43.2 
45.0 


33.8 
64.7 
41.5 


50.1 
40.2 
31.5 


1982  DROPOUTS 
PERCENT 
26.1 


25.0 
27.3 


23.8 
25.4 
39.0 


21.2 
44.2 
39.2 
28.1 
33.7 
31.3 
32.0 


26.2 
22.1 
26.2 


29.7 
19.9 
25.9 
31.0 


21.0 
45.4 
26.2 


35.6 
24.3 
21.5 


1982-196 
DIFFERENT 

DIFFERENT 

-13.5* 


-12. 0* 
-15.1* 


-14.8* 
-12.9* 
-9.3 


-12.5* 
-21.2* 

-3.5 
-11.4 

-6.9 
-20.3 
-15.8 


-13.7* 
-13.8 
-6.1 


-10.9* 
-9.0* 
-17.2* 
-14.0* 


-12.8* 
-19.3* 
-15.3* 


-14.5* 
-15.9* 
-10.0* 
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Table  8-37 
Gains  in  Self -Esteem  for  Dropouts 


E-Eateem  Items 

Ltive  Attitude  Toward  Self... 

son  of  Worth... 

I!hings  As  Well  As  Others... 

Lsfied  with  Self... 

rimes t  I  Think  I  Am  Nobody 
:  All... 

tot  Have  Much  to  Be  Proud  of. 
;nificant  difference 


Sophomores  Who 


1982-1980 


Dropout 

1982 

Dropouts 

Difference 

Effect  Size 

Mean 

S.D. 

Mean 

S.D. 

* 

3.18 

.7 

3.36 

.6 

.2 

.3 

3.16 

.6 

3.33 

.6  . 

* 

.2 

.3 

3.19 

.6 

3.34 

.6 

* 

.1 

.2 

2.90 

.7 

3.01 

.7 

* 

.1 

N 
O 

.2  I 

2.44 

.8 

2.63 

.8 

* 

.2 

3.01 

.8 

3.18 

.8 

* 

.2 

.2 

■ge  Numbers  Indicate  Positive  Responses 
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The  picture  emerges  of  how  the  1982  dropout  status  differs  from 
the  1980  status.  Changes  from  1980  to  1982  in  the  sophomore  dropout 
cohort  included : 

o    A  scaling  down  of  their  long-term  educational  plans;  yet  the 
typical  dropout  still  intends  to  finish  high  school. 

o    A  general  increase  in  self-esteem.    However  the  increase  is  less 
for  Blacks. 

o    Little  or  no  change  in  their  feelings  towards .whether  or  not 
they  controlled  their  own  destiny  (locus  of  control). 

o    A  not  unexpected  increase  in  the  proportion  working.    The  increase 
is  much  smaller  for  Blacks. 

o    An  increase  in  the  proportion  of  dropouts  who  think  their  job  is 
more  important  than  school. 

The  dropout  differs  from  the  school  stayers  in  the  following  ways : 

o  Dropouts  achieve  lower  grades  in  school  as  sophomores.  The 
typical  dropouts1  grades  put  them  at  approximately  the  16th 
percentile  of  the  school  stayers. 

o    As  sophomores,  dropouts  did  less  homework  than  school  stayers. 

o    Dropouts  have  lower  test  scores.    The  mean  score  differences  are 
smallest  in  the  science  area  and  largest  in  the  mathematics  area. 
Thus,  the  dropouts  science  test  scores  place  them  at  about  the 
28th  percentile  of  the  school  stayers  while  their  mathematics 
scores  place  them  at  the  23rd  percentile  of  the  school  stayers. 

o    Dropouts  reported  knowing  more  about  everyday  life  skills  in  1980 
than  school  stayers,  but  this  differential  disappears  by  1982. 

o    Dropouts  are  overrepresented  in  the  lower  socioeconomic  class, 
and  among  Blacks  and  Hispanics.    They  are  more  likely  to  attend 
public  schools  in  urban  areas  in  the  South  or  West  and  to  report 
being  in  the  general  or  vocational  curriculum.    Among  the  ethnic 
groups  there  is  a  proportionately  greater  number  of  Hi3panic 
students  dropping  out  than  Blacks. 

o    Dropouts  tend  to  have  lower  self-esteem  than  do  school  stayers. 

o    Dropouts  feel  that  they  have  much  less  control  over  their  destiny 
than  school  stayers. 

o    Dropouts  are  much  more  likely  to  be  involved  in  school  disciplinary 
problems  than  are  school  stayers. 
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Dropouts  are  much  more  likely  to  spend  time  in  dating  and  riding 
and/or  driving  around  in  cars. 

Dropouts  are  much  less  likely  to  perceive  themselves  as  athletes 
or  to  involve  themselves  in  athletics. 

Dropouts  are  much  less  likely  to  discuss  experiences  with  parents. 
Parents  are  less  likely  to  know  what  they  are  doing.    In  general 
dropouts  are  characterized  by  having  less  parental  involvement  in 
both  their  school  and  non-school  affairs. 
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RELATIONAL  ANALYSIS 

Chapters  1-8  presented  a  detailed  analysis  of  what  changes  occurred 
with  respect  to  both  student  attitudes  and  behaviors  during  their  last 
two  years  of  high  school.    A  similar  descriptive  analysis  was  reported 
for  dropouts.    The  following  chapters  (Chapters  9-13)  present  the  results 
of  an  extensive  relational  analysis.    The  relational  analysis  goes 
beyond  simple  description  and  attempts  to  explain  why  certain  outcomes 
occurred.    A  brief  description  of  the  content  of  each  of  the  relational 
chapters  follows. 

Chapter  9  is,  in  a  sense,  the  "workhorse"  chapter  in  that  it  attempts 
to  model  the  process  through  which  changes  occur  in  student  attitudes, 
behaviors,  and  tested  performance.    It  contrasts  these  processes  across 
racial/ethnic  and  sex  groups  in  an  effort  to  see  if  the  same  things 
"work"  for  all  groups.     It  also  presents  a  detailed  analysis  of  the 
effect  of  dropping  out  of  school  on  gains  in  tested  achievement.  Racial/ 
ethnic  and  sex  group  comparisons  between  dropouts  and  school  stayers  are 
made  in  order  to  see  if  dropping  out  of  school  has  a  differential  effect 
on  these  subgroups. 

Chapter  10  is  entirely  devoted  to  contrasting  the  tested  achievement 
gains  of  those  who  stayed  in  school  with  those  who  dropped  out.  This 
chapter  used  somewhat  different  methodology  than  that  used  in  Chapter  9 
in  contrasting  the  gains  of  dropouts  with  school  stayers.    While  Chapter  9 
used  analysis  of  covariance  to  control  for  pre-existing  differences  be- 
tween school  stayers  and  dropouts,  the  analysis  carried  out  in  Chapter  10 
used  both  matching  and  covariance  procedures  in  estimating  the  differ- 
ential achievement  gains.    There  are,  of  course,  tradeoffs  in  using  one 
or  the  other  of  these  two  procedures.    The  Chapter  10  analysis  must  work 
with  a  much  smaller  sample  size  because  of  the  nature  of  the  matching 
procedure.    Conversely,  the  statistical  matching  used  in  Chapter  9  uses 
a  larger  sample  size  and  thus  can  also  investigate  the  impact  of  dropping 
out  on  subgroups,  yet  it  also  has  the  potential  for  yielding  less  precise 
estimates  of  the  effects.    Fortunately,  both  methods  yielded  similar 
results.    In  a  sense,  the  Chapter  10  analysis  can  be  considered  to  be 
both  a  sensitivity  analysis  and  a  further  validation  of  the  robustness 
of  the  estimates  yielded  in  Chapter  9. 

Chapter  11  is  a  school-level  analysis.    Between-school  variation 
in  tested  achievement  gains  is  examined  using  descriptors  of  school 
processes.    School  processes  are  identified  that  seem  to  contribute  the 
most  to  between-school  variation  in  achievement  gains,  and  then  selected 
subgroups  of  students  are  identified  who  may  differ  on  their  relative 
access  to  these  critical  school  processes. 

While  Chapters  9  and  10  were  primarily  individual-level  analysis 
and  Chapter  11  was  almost  exclusively  a  school-level  analysis,  Chapter  12 
is  a  multi-level  analysis.    Chapter  12  uses  an  empirical  Bayes  procedure 
to  determine  the  relationship  between  student  inputs  and  outputs  within 
a  school.    It  then  relates  school  descriptors  to  these  within-scho'ol 
parameters • 
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Chapter  13  provides  both  an  executive  summary  statement,  as  well  as 

a  policy  statement  based  on  the  combined  results  of  both  the  descriptive 

and  relational  analyses.  In  addition,  Chapter  13  contrasts  the  findings 

of  this  study  with  those  of  the  cross-sectional  analysis. 
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Chapter  9 

HS&B  LONGITUDINAL  PATH  ANALYSIS 

This  chapter  estimates  and  tests  a  pair  of  path  models  relating  demo- 
graphics, family  educational  support  behavior,  and  student  school  behaviors 
to:     (1)  gains  in  tested  achievement,  and  (2)  students'  decision  to  stay  in 
school.    The  first  model  (Model  I)  is  based  on  the  within-school  popula- 
tion.    Its  primary  goal  is  to  estimate  the  effect  of  relatively  manipulable 
student  school  behaviors  on  sophomore  to  senior  gains  in  tested  achievement 
independent  of  demographic  and  sophomore  achievement  inputs.    The  second 
model  (Model  II)  is  based  on  both  in-school  students  (school  stayers)  and 
dropouts.     It  attempts  to  trace  the  "causal  chain"  that  leads  to  the 
decision  to  drop  out  of  school. 

Both  the  in-school  model  and  the  stayer  vs.  dropout  model  contrast 
Whites  with  Blacks,  and  Whites  with  Mexican-Americans  and  Puerto  Ricans 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  Hispanics)  with  respect  to  possible  level  differ- 
ences in  their  home  educational  support  system,  school  study  behavior,  and 
school  deportment . 

In  addition  to  contrasting  level  or  mean  differences  between  Whites 
and  Blacks,  and  Whites  and  Hispanics  with  respect  to  their  school  behavior, 
both  path  models  (Models  I  and  II)  were  also  run  separately  within  racial 
group.    The  comparison  of  the  within-group  path  coefficients  deals  with 
the  question  of  whether  the  educational  process  works  the  same  way  for 
ethnic  groups,  as  well  as  for  the  White  majority  group. 

An  additional  analysis  was  carried  out  to  estimate  the  value  added 
in  terms  of  gains  in  achievement  that  accrued  from:     (1)  staying  in 
school  in  the  general  program  vs.  dropping  out,  (2)  staying  in  school  in 
the  vocational  program  vs.  dropping  out,  and  (3)  staying  in  school  in  the 
academic  program  vs.  dropping  out.     This  analysis  was  also  run  by  racial 
and  sex  groups.    Similar  contrasts  were  carried  out  with  respect  to  changes 
in  occupational  and  educational  aspirations. 

Figures  9-1  and  9-2  present  a  pictorial  representation  of  the  hypothe- 
sized path  models  underlying  achievement  for  the  in-school  population  and 
the  total  population  (stayer  plus  dropout),  respectively. 

These  Model  I  and  Model  II  analyses  are  primarily  individual-level 
analyses.    Multi-level  commonality  analyses  that  include  both  school-level 
and  individual-level  variables  in  the  same  analysis  will  be  reported  in 
Chapter  11.     The  possible  causal  hierarchy  among  student  school  behaviors 
and  policy-sensitive  school  practices  and  behaviors  are  not  sufficiently 
well-understood  to  support  a  traditional  path  analysis  approach. 
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Inspection  of  Figures  9-1  and  9-2  indicates  that  the  assumed  causal 
structures  lead  to  an  analysis  of  the  following  hierarchy  of  questions 
both  within  and  across  ethnic  groups. 

o    How  do  the  students1  family  backgrounds  and  demography  characteris- 
tics affect:     (1)  the  level  of  the  family  educational  support  system, 

(2)  attitude  toward  self-determination  (locus  of  control),  (3) 
base-year  tested  achievement,  (4)  choice  of  school  sector,  (5) 
involvement  in  the  academic  process,  (6)  involvement  in  the  social 
process,  (7)  decision  to  remain  in  school  (Model  II),  and  (8)  gains 
in  achievement  (Model  I). 

o    What  are  the  most  influential  components  within  the  students'  family 
educational  support  systems  with  respect  to:     (1)  attitudes  toward 
self-determination,  (2)  base-year  tested  achievement,  (3)  selection 
of  a  school  in  the  public  or  private  sector,  (4)  involvement  in  the 
academic  process,  (5)  involvement  in  the  social  process,  (6)  decision 
to  stay  in  or  drop  out  of  school  (Model  II),  and  (7)  gains  in 
achievement  (Model  I). 

o    How  and  to  what  extent  do  the  students'  attitudes  toward  self- 
determination  (locus  of  control)  affect:     (1)  choice  of  the  public 
or  private  school  sector,  (2)  involvement  in  the  academic  process, 

(3)  involvement  in  the  social  process,  (4)  the  decision  to  stay  in 
or  drop  out  of  school  (Model  II),  and  (5)  gains  in  achievement 
(Model  I). 

o    To  what  extent  does  base-year  achievement  as  measured  by  pre-test 
scores  affect:     (1)  selection  into  a  public  or  private  school, 
(2)  involvement  in  the  educational  process,  (3)  involvement  in 
the  social  process,  (4)  decision  to  stay  in  or  drop  out  of  school 
(Model  I),  and  (5)  gains  in  achievement  (Model  II). 

o    How  does  involvement  in  the  social  process  affect:     (1)  involve- 
ment in  the  educational  process,  (2)  decision  to  stay  in  or  drop  out 
of  school  (Model  II),  and  (3)  gains  in  achievement  (Model  I). 

o    How  does  involvement  in  the  educational  process  affect:     (1)  the 
decision  to  stay  in  or  drop  out  of  school  (Model  I),  and  (2)  gains 
in  achievement  (Model  II). 

The  results  of  both  Model  I  and  Model  II  will  be  presented  and  dis- 
cussed together  where  the  hypothetical  causal  relationships  are  parallel. 
Where  the  models  diverge  and  there  is  a  different  set  of  educational 
processes,  social  behaviors,  and  outcomes,  separate  discussions  will  be 
included.    Tables  will  be  presented  for  each  intermediate  dependent  variable 
(e.g.,  mother's  aspirations,  study  aids  in  the  home,  etc.)  and  of  course 
the  final  dependent  variables— achievement  score  gains  and  decision  to 
stay  in  school.    Both  raw  and  standard  score  regression  weights  will  be 
presented  in  each  table.    Asterisks  will  appear  alongside  those  raw 
score  regression  weights  whose  ratios  to  their  standard  errors  are  equal 
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to  or  greater  than  4.    The  panel  design  effect  (DEFT)  is  approximately 
2,  so  the  requirement  of  a  significance  level  based  on  a  "t"  ratio  of  4 
is  reasonably  conservative  for  the  total  sample  and  even  more  conservative 
for  most  of  the  subpopulation  analyses.    The  ethnic  group  comparisons 
shown  in  the  first  column  of  each  table  contract  Whites  with  Blacks  and 
Hispanics  with  Blacks. 

A.     DETERMINANTS  OF  ACHIEVEMENT  FOR  IN-SCHOOL  STUDENTS 

1.    Determinants  of  the  Family  Educational  Support  System 

Table  9-1  presents  the  direct  effects  of  the  demographic  variables  on 
mother's  educational  aspirations  for  the  Model  I  in-school  sample.  Where 
the  structural  models  are  the  same)  only  the  table  for  the  within-school 
model  will  be  presented. 

Inspection  of  the  significant  partial  regression  weights  indicates 
that  when  controlling  for  other  background  characteristics,  Black  mothers 
have  significantly  higher  educational  aspirations  for  their  children. 
Although  less  pronounced,  the  Hispanic  mothers  exhibited  a  similar  posi- 
tive level  increment  in  educational  aspirations  for  their  children 
compared  to  Whites* 

Within  racial  groups,  as  well  as  the  "total"  group,  SES  has  by  far  the 
largest  effect  on  a  mother's  educational  aspirations  for  her  child.  Its 
relative  effect,  however,  differs  by  racial/ethnic  group.    SES  has  a 
considerably  stronger  relationship  with  a  mother's  educational  aspirations 
for  her  child  (MEDASP)  for  Whites  than  it  does  for  either  Blacks  or  Hispan- 
ics.   That  is,  a  band  of  two  standard  errors  on  the  White  coefficient  does 
not  overlap  with  a  similar  band  for  either  Blacks  or  Hispanics.  Somewhat 
surprising  is  the  fact  that  White  mothers  from  the  non-South  regions  tend 
to  have  lower  MEDASP 's  than  their  counterparts  in  the  South  when  control- 
ling for  the  other  demographics. 

It  is  also  interesting  to  note  that,  for  White  mothers,  there  is  no 
difference  between  MEDASP  for  a  son  or  daughter  and  there  are  considerably 
higher  expectations  for  a  daughter  rather  than  a  son  for  Black  and 
Hispanic  mothers.     It  would  appear  that  while  SES  is  the  primary  driving 
force  behind  MEDASP  for  all  mothers  regardless  of  race,  the  sex  of  the 
child  and  rural/urban  contrasts  also  contribute  to  Black  and  Hispanic 
mothers'  aspirations  for  their  children's  education. 

Table  9-2  shows  that  White  students  are  somewhat  more  likely  to  have 
more  educational  aids  in  the  home  than  Blacks  and  Hispanics.    SES  is  by  far 
the  strongest  predictor  of  the  presence  of  educational  aids  in  all  racial/ 
ethnic  groups.    A  mother's  educational  aspirations  for  her  child  are  also 
significantly  and  positively  related  to  the  number  of  educational  aids  in 
the  home  for  Whites  and  Blacks. 

Table  9-3  shows  the  direct  effects  of  the  hypothesized  explanatory 
variables  on  parental  role  in  selection  of  curriculum.    There  is  no  race/ 
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Table  9-1 
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-0.0277* 
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JLES  HHOSE  ASSOCIATED  RAM  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAST  FOUR  TIMES  THElH  STANOAKD  ERRORS 
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Table  9-2 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  Of-  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

NUMBER  OF  STUDY  AlOS  IN  THE  HOME 
(PLACE  FOR  STUDY i  OAKY  NEWSPAPER.  REFERENCE  BOOKS,  TYPEWRITER,  BOOKS,  CALCULATOR 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  ANO  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAW  REGRESSION 

WUIGHV 

STANOAROIZED  RFGRFSSIPN  WFIGMI 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

XEXICAN+ 
P  IUUN 

0,1973* 

0.0587* 

-0.0518 

-0.0086 

-0.0507 

-0.0377  -0.1729 

-0.1107 

-0.0197 

-0.0160 

-0.0554 

-0.0351 

0.9321* 

0.8559* 

1.2554* 

1.5075* 

0.5187* 

0.4938* 

0.5681* 

0.6411* 

0.1441* 

0.1266* 
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0.0603 

-0.01B7 
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0.2359* 
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0.0349 

0.5874 

0.5323 
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Table  9-3 

OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  UN 

PARENTS1  ROLE  IN  PLANNING  HIGH  SCHOOL  PROGRAM  (MEAN  OF  F.UHEfl  AMI)  MOTKKftl 
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0.1467* 

0.1646* 
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-0.0112 

0.0244 

0.0135 
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0.0198 
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0.1170* 

0.1023* 

0.1058* 

0.0814* 
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WHOSE  ASSOCIATED  RAM  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAST  FOUR  TIMES  THEIR  STANOARO  ERRORS 
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ethnicity  effect  on  parental  involvement  in  choice  of  curriculum.  The 
important  direct  effects  are  relatively  the  same  across  all  racial/ethnic 
groups.    That  is,  SES,  mother's  educational  aspirations,  and  the  presence 
of  an  intact  family  all  contribute  positively  to  parental  involvement  in 
choice  of  curriculum. 

Table  9-4  shows  that  White  students  are  significantly  more  likely  than 
Blacks  to  have  non-school  learning  experiences.    However,  Whites  and  His- 
panics show  essentially  the  same  level  of  involvement  in  non-school  learning 
activities.     Socioeconomic  status,  a  mother's  educational  aspirations 
for  her  child,  and  living  outside  the  South  are  the  principal  explanatory 
variable?  for  ncn-school-related  learning.    White  and  Black  males  are  less 
likely  than  their  female  counterparts  to  have  non-school-related  learning 
experiences.    Hispanics,  however,  show  no  sex  effect  on  non-school  learning 
experiences . 

It  is  clear,  for  all  groups,  that  the  mother's  educational  aspirations 
for  her  child  are  apparently  translated  into  behaviors  that  should  encourage 
the  child  to  perform  well  in  school.    The  interesting  difference  among  the 
racial/ethnic  groups  is  that  one  of  the  primary  foundations  of  the  family 
educational  support  system,  the  mother's  educational  aspirations,  tends  to  be 
sex-linked  with  higher  expectations  for  females  among  Blacks  and  Hispanics. 
One  other  critical  racial/ethnic  difference  is  that,  other  things  being  equal, 
uv,;^  lilies  are  more  likely  to  have  educational  aids  in  the  home  and  their 
are  more  likely  to  be  involved  in  non-school-related  learning 


White  fam 
children 
activities • 


2.    Determinants  of  Locus  of  Control 

Base  year  locus  of  control  can  be  conceived  of  as  a  motivational  atti- 
tude.   That  is,  such  a  theory  would  argue  that  students  who  feel  that  striving 
*:  d  hard  work  do  "make  a  difference"  are  more  likely  to  set  goals  and  to  persist 
vi  attempts  to  achieve  them.    Conversely,  students  who  feel  that  there  is 
little  that  -hey  can  do  to  change  their  lives  will  not  be  motivated  to  achieve. 

Table  9-5  shows  the  direct  effects  of  the  hypothesized  explanatory 
anables  on  locus  of  control.    Not  surprisingly,  base  year  locus  of  control 
is  not  well-predicted  by  the  model,  as  indicated  by  the  multiple  correlation 
at  the  bottom  of  the  table.    Also  not  surprisingly,  most  of  the  prediction 
of  locus  of  control  can  be  explained  by  the  constellation  of  family  educa- 
tional support  variables.    That  is,  the  mother's  educational  aspirations, 
parental  role  in  curriculum  selection,  and  non-school-related  learning  all 
have  significant  effects  on  locus  of  control  for  one  or  more  of  the  racial/ 
ethnic  groups.     Similarly,  family  SES  has  a  positive  effect  on  locus  of 
control.    Somewhat  less  encouraging  is  the  fact  that  both  Blacks  and 
Hispanics  are  less  likely  than  Whites  to  feel  that    hey  are  in  control  of 
what  happens  to  them. 
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01REC7  EFFECTS  OK  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
NUMBER  OF  NON-SCHOOL  LEARNING  EXPERIENCES 


(MUSIC 

LL:SSONSt  OUT  OF 

STATE  TRAVEL r 

OANCE  LESSONS.  MUSEUM. 

TRAVEL  OUTSIDE 

U.S.  I 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP 

ANO  ETHNIC 

SUBGROUPS 

RAN  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 

STAN0AR0I7.F0 

RTGRESSION  WEIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

bLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

UHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  KICAN 

0.3100* 

0.1068* 

0.3035* 

0.05 82* 

-0.4154* 

-0.4621* 

-0.2731* 

-0.0161 

-0.1872* 

-0.2168* 

-0.1135* 

-0.00f7 

0.4558* 

0.4664* 

0.4530* 

0.2B95* 

0.2940<f 

0.2975* 

0.2657* 

0.16104' 

0.2776* 

0.2619* 

0.3026* 

0.2406 

0.1173* 

0.1092* 

0.1204* 

0.0977 

0.1289* 

0.0834* 

0.4005* 

0.2983* 

0.0549* 

0.0375* 

0.1450* 

0.1 103* 

-o.oooa 

-0.0174 

0.0266 

0.0953 

-0.0003 

-0.0055 

O.OIO'J 

0.0329 

0.1687* 

0.1876* 

0.1825* 

0.1931* 

0.1688* 

0.1726* 

0.1523* 

0.1  BOO* 

0.4*91 

0.4727 

0.4728 

0.3430 

WHOSE  4SS0C1 ATEO  RAH  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAST  FOUR  TIMES  THEIR  STANDARD  ERRORS 
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Table  9-5 

DIKECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VAR i  ABIES  (IN 

IAwCfli/,c  LOCUS  OF  CONTROL  BASE  YEAR 

I  AVERAGE  OF  BASE  YFAR  QUESTIONS  6U.E.F,*,  i,<:  l«LOW;  4*HIGH> 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS' 
RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  RFGRfSSlUN  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

MEXICAN* 

MHITC 

BLACK 

P  R I  CAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

0.0661* 

0.96481 

nc 

-0.0365 

-0.0100 

,  -0.0169 

-0.0144 

-0.0418 

-0.018° 

-0.02I7 

-0.0190 

-0.0476 

-0.0237 

0.0317* 

0.0379* 

0.0056 

0.0031 

0.0582* 

0.06611 

0.0090 

0.0053 

0.0315* 

0.0279* 

0.0463 

0.0320 

0.0376* 

0.0326* 

0.0506 

0.0394 

IB 

0.0027 

-0.0060 

0.0422 

0.0518 

0.0033 

-0.0075 

0.0419 

0.0560 

-0.0067 

-0.0161 

0.0142 

0.0402 

-0.0065 

-0.0143 

O.n!60 

0.0421 

,SP 

0.0570* 

0.0561* 

0.0543* 

0.0554* 

0.1452* 

0.1455* 

0.124?* 

0.1564* 

ID 

0.0091 

0.0083 

0.0123 

0.0176 

0.0300 

0.0258 

0.0456 

0.0699 

LE 

0.0732* 

0.0B42* 

0.0280 

0.0237 

0.1076* 

0.  1257* 

0.0387 

0.0360 

HL 

0.0296* 

0.0247* 

0.0577* 

0.0153 

0.0841* 

0.0695* 

O.I')83* 

0.0463 

t 

u 
u 


0.3146 


0.2965 


0.3104 


0.2543 
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3.  Determinants  of  Base  Year  Tested  Achievement 

Tables  9-6  to  9-10  show  the  relative  effects  of  the  hypothesized  explana- 
tory variables  on  base  year  achievement.    All  five  tested  areas — vocabulary, 
reading,  mathematics,  science,  and  writing — will  be  discussed  together. 

Other  things  being  equal,  Whites  score  higher  than  Hispanics  in  all  five 
tested  areas.    The  White  advantage  is  still  greater  when  they  (Whites)  are 
compared  to  Blacks.     In  terms  of  standard  deviation  units  in  the  within- 
school  sample,  the  White  positive  differential  with  respect  to  Hispanics 
ranged  from  .5  of  a  standard  deviation  for  reading  to  .63  of  a  standard 
deviation  in  science.     Similarly,  the  White/Black  differential  ranged  from 
.58  of  a  standard  deviation  in  reading  to  .86  of  a  standard  deviation  in 
science.     It  is  encouraging,  however,  to  note  that  a  mother's  educational 
aspirations  for  her  child  had  a  significant  positive  regression  coefficient 
for  all  racial/ethnic  groups.    The  constellation  of  family  educational 
supports  as  translated  into  actions  such  as  non-school-related  learning  and 
parental  role  frequently  had  significant  positive  regression  coefficients 
across  tests  and  racial/ethnic  groups.    With  the  exception  of  the  writing 
tests,  the  males  tended  to  have  significantly  higher  pretest  scores  than 
females  for  almost  all  subgroups. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  other  things  being  equal,  students  who 
are  not  from  the  South  tend  to  do  better  on  all  the  tests. 

4.  Determinants  of  the  Selection  into  the  Public  or  Catholic  Sector 

Table  9-11  shows  the  hypothesized  determinants  of  selection  into  a 
public  or  Catholic  school.    Prediction  of  the  public/Catholic  sector  dichot- 
omy is  relatively  low.    This  result  is  partly  due  to  the  use  of  ordinary 
least  squares  (OLS)  to  predict  a  dichotcmous  dependent  variable  with  a 
relatively  extreme  split.    The  use  of  logistic  regression  would  be  more 
appropriate  here,  but  its  use  isn't  operationally  feasible  in  large 
samples  with  missing  data*     Inspection  of  the  partial  regression  weights 
suggests  that  pretest  vocabulary,  SES,  and  to  a  lesser  extent  the  mother's 
educational  aspirations  for  her  child  are  positively  related  to  going  to 
Catholic  school.    Both  region  and  community  type  were  also  related  to 
attendance  at  Catholic  schools.    Students  from  rural  communities  in  the 
South  are  less  likely  to  attend  Catholic  schools.    Vocabulary  scores 
the  only  test  score  used  as  a  proxy  for  ability  here  since  it  was  fel 
that  the  sophomore  vocabulary  score  would  be  less  affected  by  the 
freshman  year  of  schooling  than  the  other  measures* 

5.  'Determinants  of  the  Selection  into  the  Academic  Curriculum 

Table  9-12  shows  the  pretest  regression  weights  associated  with  the 
hypothesizing  determinants  of  curriculum  choice.    Regardless  of  racial/ 
ethnic  groups,  students  were  more  likely  to  be  in  the  academic  curriculum 
in  their  sophomore  year  if  they:    (1)  had  a  high  base-year  vocabulary 
score,  (2)  attended  a  Catholic  high  school,  and  (3)  came  from  a  high  SES 
family  and/or  the  mother  had  high  educational  aspirations  for  her  child. 
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Table  9-6~ 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  f:N 
VOCABULARY  PRETEST  JRT  SCORE 

BY  TOTAL  CROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 
RAN  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  KFGRESSIflN  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

KEXICANf 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHI1F 

BLACK 

HCXlCANv 
P  RICAN 

4.1993* 

0.3076* 

iNIC 

1.0871* 

0.0443* 

0.5439* 

0.4370* 

0*9936* 

1.3586* 

0.0521* 

0.0446* 

0.1116* 

0.14*2* 

Y 

1.1361* 

1.2341* 

0.2606 

0.8609* 

0.1559* 

0.1711* 

0.0603 

0.1767* 

+W 

0.8803* 

0.4401* 

0.8957* 

1.8760* 

0.0791* 

0.0762* 

0.0963* 

0.7007* 

UB 

0.0737 

0.0699 

-0.082B 

0.5877 

0.0067 

0.006A 

-0.0081 

0.0573 

Y 

0.0015 

-0.0406 

0.1451 

0.3099 

0.0001 

-0.007B 

0.0161 

0.0287 

ASP 

1.2131* 

1.2443* 

0.6635* 

1.0464* 

0.230W 

0.2490* 

0.1997* 

0.2570* 

AJO 

0.1363* 

0. 1769* 

0.25'U 

0.0806 

0.0341* 

0.04? 5* 

0.0907 

0.077? 

OLE 

0.2131 

0.3062* 

-0.2687 

-0.2648 

0.0 234 

0. 0355* 

-0.0366 

-0.0150 

CHL 

0.6121* 

0.6360* 

0.5660* 

0.2664 

0.1302* 

0.1387* 

0.1535* 

0.0755 

0.5692 


0.4730 


0.3994 


0.4665 
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Table  9-7 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
READING  PRETEST  IRT  SCORE 

IW  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED  RFGRFSSION  WFIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

OLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  R I  CAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

Mf  X1CAN+ 
P  R1CAN 

2.7805* 

0.2232* 

0.3629 

0.0162 

0.3438* 

0.2B76 

0. 5466 

0.6597 

0.0360* 

0.0306 

0.0692 

n.oa?4 

0.7963* 

0.9194* 

-0.0464 

0.3497 

0.1193* 

0.1330* 

-0.009) 

0.0587 

0.4637* 

0.4962* 

o..> 

0.6619 

0.0455* 

0.0469* 

0.0439 

0.0411 

-0.2052 

-0.2196 

-0.3293 

0.3514 

-0.0?03 

-0.0224 

-0.0)6) 

0.0)9; 

0.2421 

0.2321 

0.2828 

0.3391 

0.0191 

0.0167 

0.0354 

0.0354  ui 

1.1701* 

1.2303* 

0.6953* 

1.0268* 

0.2432* 

0.2567* 

0.1768* 

0.2887*  T 

0.0690 

0.0741 

0.3082* 

0.0889 

0.0186 

0.01B6 

0.1? 17* 

0.0351 

0.2199 

0.3490* 

-0.3571 

-0.4886 

0.0264 

0.0419* 

-0.0549 

-0.0739 

0.5192* 

0.4996* 

0.6108* 

0.4738* 

0.1206* 

0.113)* 

0.1861* 

0.1430* 

0.4815 

0.41 70 

0.3505 

0.4132 
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Table  9-8 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
MATHEMATICS  PRETEST  IRT  SCORE 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAM  REGRESSION 

HEIGHT 

STANDAROIJED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  KlCAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MFXICAN+ 
P  RICAN 

6.7806* 

0.2650* 

1.3649* 

0.0297* 

1.0504* 

1.1182* 

0.4974 

1.3266 

0.0537" 

0.058b* 

0.0341 

0.0848 

2.0212* 

2.3124* 

0.2044 

0.7238 

0.1479* 

0.1646* 

0.0199 

0.0622 

1.9473* 

2.3350* 

0.7001 

L.1451 

0.0933* 

0.1087* 

0.0462 

0.0718 

-0.0498 

0.0054 

•0*5943 

1.1833 

-0.0024 

0.0003 

-0.0357 

0.0676 

0.7125* 

0.6320 

1.0051 

0.8648 

0.0275* 

0.0223 

0.06R6 

0.0462 

2.4646* 

2.5908* 

1.5801* 

1.6773* 

0.2501* 

0.2660* 

0.?1B9* 

0.2415* 

0.0023 

0.0737 

0.2290 

0.2231 

0.0003 

0.0091 

0.0493 

0.0451 

0.6104* 

0.8000* 

0. 3722 

-0.2158 

0-0357+ 

0.0473* 

-0.0112 

-0.0167 

1.0050* 

1.0224* 

1.0306* 

0.9034* 

0.1140* 

0.1141* 

0.1710* 

0.1396* 

I 

u 
I 


0.5390 


0.4657 


0.3522 


0.3950 
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Table  9-9 

DIRFC'f  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLFS  ON 
SCIENCE  PRETEST  IRT  SCORE 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 
RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARD  I  ZfD  RFCiRf  SSION  WFICHT 


MEXICAN* 


HFX1CAN* 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RI  CAN 

TOTAL 

WHITF 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

3.B767* 

0.3301* 

1IC 

0.8864* 

0.0420* 

1.4545* 

1.4160* 

1.5275* 

1.9535* 

0.1619* 

0.1702* 

0.1967* 

0.2348* 

f 

0.0923* 

0.8232* 

-0.1283 

0.5774 

0.1103* 

0.1345* 

-O.OP33 

0.09=13 

►w 

0.7333* 

0.7796* 

0.4021 

1.C539* 

0.0766* 

0.0B33* 

0.0496 

0.1243* 

JB 

-0.2822* 

-0.3265* 

-0.1966 

0.2509 

-0.0297* 

-0.0376* 

-0.0220 

0.0270 

t 

0.3661* 

0.3636 

0.4525 

0.2059 

0.0308* 

0.0295 

0.0576 

0.0207 

ASP 

0.9225* 

0.9250* 

0.7103* 

0.B377* 

0.2039* 

0.21B1* 

0.1336* 

0.2269* 

AID 

0.0489 

0.0324 

0.3113* 

0.0935 

0.0140 

0.0092 

0.1250* 

0.0355 

DLE 

0.1471 

0.2496* 

-0.3362 

-0.2904 

0.0188 

0.0339* 

-0.0526 

-0.0423 

CHL 

0.5471* 

0.5275* 

0.6016* 

0.5871* 

0.1352* 

0.  1352* 

0.1363* 

0.1705* 

O 
I 


0.5538 


0.4275 


0.3922 


0.4660 


LES  WHOSE  ASSOCIATEO  RAW  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAST  FOUR  TIMES  THEIR  STANDARD  ERRORS 


373 


ERIC 


0.5306 


Table  9-10 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

WRITING  PRETEST  I RT  SCORE 
BY  TOTAL  GKUUP  ANO  ETHNIC  TUHGROUPS 
RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDI7FD  REGRFSSIflN  i> F I f.HT 


TOTAL 

MEXICAN* 

MEXICAN* 
P  RlCAto 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

3.3407* 

0.2577* 

0.6490 

0.0278 

-2.16  52* 

-2.2R32* 

-1.6012* 

-1.5466* 

-0.2184* 

-0.2412* 

-0.1724* 

-0.1640* 

0.6589* 

0.0116* 

-0.2478 

0.3174 

0.0951* 

0.U65* 

-0.0377 

0.045? 

0.3365* 

0.449?* 

-0.2544 

0.6459 

0.0318* 

0.0422* 

-0.026? 

0.067? 

-0.0771 

-0.1084 

-0.2163 

0.6683 

-0.0074 

-0.0110 

-0.0203 

0.0633 

0.3251 

0.3026 

0.3224 

0.8680 

0.0248 

0.0216 

0.0343 

0.0769 

1.1580* 

t. 1732* 

0.9096* 

1.0467* 

0.2319* 

0.2431* 

0.1967* 

0.2500* 

0.1739* 

0.1427* 

0.5480* 

0.2487 

0.0451* 

0.0355* 

0.1840* 

0.0R34 

0.1533 

0.2815* 

-0.3467 

-0.6997 

0.0177 

0.0336* 

-0.045H 

-0.0899 

0.4901* 

0.4763* 

0.4635* 

0.5109* 

0.1097* 

0.1072* 

0.1?01* 

0.1309* 

0.47L2 


0.3918 


0.4327 
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Table  9-11 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

SCHOOL  TYPE 
(l'PUBLJC;  0*CATHOLIC;  PRIVATF'BLANK) 


BY  TOTAL  GROUP 

AND  ETHNIC 

SUBGROUPS 

RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED 

RFGRESSIPN  WEIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

-0.0198 

-0.0296 

If 

-0.0309 

-0.0257  v, 

0.0188* 

0.0216* 

0.0073 

0.0242 

0.0366* 

0. 0403' 

0.0222 

0.0513 

-0.0196* 

-0.0193* 

-0.0183 

-0.0382 

-0.0548* 

-0.0489* 

-0.0791 

-0.1087 

w 

-0.0344* 

-0.0376* 

-0.0373* 

-0.0039 

-0.0631* 

-0.0623* 

-0.1091* 

-0.0081 

B 

-0.0500* 

-0.0555* 

-0.0041 

-0.0548* 

-0.0924* 

-0.  0989* 

-0.0103 

-0.1036* 

-0.0040 

-C.0028 

-0.0006 

-0.0231 

-0.0059 

-0.0035 

-0.0018 

-0.0408 

SP 

-0.0152* 

-0.01134* 

-0.0004 

-0.0109 

-0.0589* 

-0.0674* 

-0.0022 

-0.0520 

10 

-0.0041 

-0.0053 

-0.0014 

-0.0018 

-0.0204 

-0.U233 

-0.013? 

-0.0122 

LE 

0.0029 

0.0035 

0*0006 

0.0047 

0.0065 

0.0074 

0.0020 

0.0121 

HL 

0.0045 

0.0060 

-0.0008 

-0.0070 

0.0193 

0*0239 

-0.0056 

-0.0358 

B 

0.0038 

0.0058 

-0.0113 

0.0090 

0.0058 

0.0081 

-0.0304 

0.0151 

C 

-0.0030* 

-0.0027* 

-0.0032 

-0.0069* 

-0.0609* 

-0.0488* 

-0.0874 

-0.1336* 

LE  A 

0.2006 

0.1 899 

0.2163 

0.2776 
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Table  9-12 

DlRECV  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  W.IABLES  UN 

BASE  YEAR  CURRICULUM 
(UACAOEKIC;  0*GENERAL  OR  VOCATIONAL) 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  ANO  ETHNIC  SUOGROUPS 


^™™!l?i!!ElGHT  STANDARDIZE  KFGRFSSICJN  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WH7TF 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

-O.O630* 

-0.0505* 

[C 

-0.0448 

-0.0197 

-0.0414* 

-0.0449* 

-0.0258 

-0.0166 

-0.0429* 

-0.04b I* 

-0.0280 

-0.0191 

0.0366* 

0.0352* 

0.0351 

-0.0195 

0.0543* 

0.0492* 

0.0533 

-0.0306 

I 

0.0026 

0.0H6 

-0.0160 

-0.0333 

0.0025 

0.01 75 

-0.0166 

-0.03R2 

\ 

0.0244 

0.0352* 

-0.0257 

-0.0432 

0.0239 

0.0346* 

-0.0243 

-0.0451 

-0.0086 

-0.0094 

0.0027 

-0.0666 

-0.0067 

-0.0065 

0.0029 

-0.0649 

p 

0.0902* 

0.0980* 

0.0591* 

0.0674* 

0.1855* 

0.197** 

0.1267* 

0.1770* 

0 

0.0068 

0.0110 

0. 0068 

0.0U29 

0.0181 

0.0267 

0.0733 

0.0108 

E 

0,0584* 

0.0676* 

0.0114 

0.0296 

0.0693* 

0.0  784* 

0.0150 

0.0419 

L 

0.0121 

0.0154* 

-0.0014 

0.0085 

0.0278 

0.0337* 

-0.0036 

0.0241 

b 

0.0648* 

0.0678* 

0.0444 

0.1088* 

0.0523* 

0.0527* 

0.0423 

0.101?* 

0.0222* 

0.0216* 

0.0265* 

0.0134* 

0.2400* 

0.2173* 

0.2564* 

0.1438* 

-0.1529* 

-0.1415* 

-0.2498* 

-0.2489* 

-0.0811* 

-0. 0760* 

-0.08884 

-0.1373* 

0.4575  0.4704  0.3834  0.3616 
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Other  things  being  equal,  Blacks  were  more  likely  to  be  in  the  academic 
curriculum  than  were  Whites.    Whites  and  Mexican-Americans  had  about 
equal  probabilities  with  respect  to  being  in  the  academic  curriculum. 
Among  Whites,  females  were  more  likely  than  males  to  be  in  the  academic 
curriculum. 

There  is  a  significant  effect  of  parental  role  on  being  in  the  aca- 
demic curriculum  for  the  total  samples  and  the  White  subpopulation.  This 
suggests  that  in  those  instances  in  White  families  where  the  parents  are 
involved  in  curriculum  selection,  there  is  a  greater  likelihood  that  the 
child  will  be  in  the  academic  curriculum. 

Students  who  tend  to  have  high  scores  on  locus  of  control  (i.e., 
feel  that  they  can  control  their  lives)  are  more  likely  to  be  in  the 
academic  curriculum.    This  finding  is  consistent  with  the  previously 
discussed  notion  of  locus  of  control  as  a  motivational  proxy. 

6.    Determinants  of  Student  Disciplinary  Problems 

Tables  9-13  and  9-13A  present  the  results  for  the  explanatory  variables 
on  the  number  of  disciplinary  problems  a  student  may  have  in  school.  At 
this  point,  Model  I  and  Model  II  diverge  with  Model  II  using  base  year 
disciplinary  problems  and  Model  I  using  the  average  of  the  responses  from 
both  base  year  and  follow-up.     In  Model  II  only  base  year  discipline 
problems  were  used  since  one  of  the  primary  outcomes  (in  Model  II)  was 
the  decision  to  stay  in  school  or  drop  out  after  the  sophomore  year. 

Apparently  there  are  few  differences  between  Blacks  and  Whites  and 
Hispanics  and  Whites  with  respect  to  self-reported  levels  of  disciplinary 
infractions.    This  is  true  for  both  the  in-school  sample  and  the  total 
sample  which  includes  dropouts. 

For  almost  all  groups  students  with  behavioral  problems  could  be 
described  as  higher  SES  males  reporting  little  control  over  their  lives 
and  coming  from  a  family  characterized  by  a  mother  with  low  educational 
aspirations  for  her  child  and  living  in  the  Northeast,  or  North  Central,  or 
West.     Socioeconomic  status  (SES),  locus  of  control,  mother's  educational 
aspirations,  and  being  from  the  South  had  a  significantly  stronger 
relationship  with  disciplinary  problems  for  Hispanics  than  for  Whites. 
Other  things  being  equal,  public  school  students  seem  to  have  more  disciplin- 
ary problems  than  Catholic  school  students.    Base  year  vocabulary  achievement 
is  also  significantly  negatively  related  to  behavioral  problems.    With  the 
exception  of  non-school-related  learning,  the  family  educational  support 
measures  were  related  to  the  amount  of  disciplinary  problems.    Discipline  may 
well  begin  in  the  home.     Since  the  two  models  diverge  at  this  point,  the 
following  discussions  address  Model  I  and  Model  II  results  separately. 

7-    Determinants  of  Number  of  Carnegie  Course  Units  Completed  in  Non-Remedial 
Mathematics,  Science,  and  Foreign  Languages  (Model  I,  in-Scnooi  Model") 

Model  I  investigated  the  determinants  for  each  course  content  area  sepa- 
rately.   A  different  base  year  test  score  is  used  in  the  regression  for  each 


Table  9-13 
OIP.ECT  liFFECTS  UF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

DISCIPLINE  PROBLEMS,  BASE  YEAR  ANO  FOLLUWUP 
f AVERAGE  OF  OISC.  PROBLEMS  IN  SCHOOL.  SUSPENOEO.  CUT  CLASS.  TROUBLE  WITH  THE  LAW:  0=NO;  l-YFSI 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  ANO  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAM  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED  REGRFSSIUN  WEIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TUTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICANt 
P  RICAN 

-0.0066 

U. U 1  JO 

t 

0.0010 

0.0011 

0.0621* 

0.0616* 

0.0611* 

0.0622* 

0.1688* 

0.1695* 

0.1586* 

0.1592* 

0.0208* 

0.0195* 

0.0132 

0.0525* 

0.0811* 

0.0728* 

0.0485 

0.1806* 

1 

0.0201* 

0.0147* 

0.0460* 

0.0465* 

0.0511* 

0.0358* 

0.114?* 

0.1166* 

. 

0.0156* 

0.0158* 

0.0251 

-0.0102 

0.0401* 

0. 0416* 

0.0567 

-0.0233 

-0.0200* 

-0.0199* 

-0.0130 

-0.0403 

-0.04L1* 

-0.0369* 

-0.0335 

-0.0861 

.p 

-0.0109* 

-0.0086* 

-0.0187* 

-0.0271* 

-0.0586* 

-0.0465* 

-0.0977* 

-0.1563* 

0 

-0.0063* 

-0.0054 

-0.0073 

-0.0147 

-0.0439* 

-0.0347 

-0.0588 

-0.1189 

E 

-0.0248* 

-0.0271* 

-0.0204 

-0.0079 

-0.0773* 

-0.0843* 

-0.0642 

-0.0243 

L 

0.0043 

0.0039 

0.0041 

0.0110 

0.0262 

0. 0226 

0.0758 

0.0679 

8 

-0.0395* 

-0.0338* 

-0.0485* 

-0.0923* 

-0.0837* 

-0.0703*. 

-0.1106* 

-0.18 A3* 

-0.0043* 

-0.0043* 

-0.0052* 

-O.OCM 

-0.1229* 

-0.1163* 

-0.1206* 

-0.095? 

0.0454* 

0.0461* 

0.0654 

-0.0001 

0.0631* 

0.0680* 

0.0556 

-0.0001 

E  A  0.2900  0.2783  0.3231  0.3906 
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Table  9-13a 


DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF 

EXPLANATORY 

VARIABLES  ON 

1  AVERAGE  OF 

OISC.  PROBLEMS 

OISCIPLINE  PROBLEMS t  BASE  YEAR 
IN  SCHOOL?  SUSPENOEOt  CUT  CLASS,  TROUBLE 

WITH  THE  LAW: 

0>N0;  l=YESI 

8Y  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC 

SUBGROUPS 

RAN  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED 

REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

-0.0129 

-0.0218 

ANIC 

0.0133 

0.0129 

0.0625* 

0.0620* 

0.0744* 

0.0414 

0.1344* 

0.1360* 

0.1527* 

0.0818 

BY 

0.0168* 

0.0136* 

0.0079 

0.0896* 

0.0525* 

0.0413* 

0.0228 

0.2386* 

C+M 

0.0238* 

0.0165* 

0.0706* 

0.0418 

0.0485* 

0.0327* 

0.1400* 

0.0803 

SUB 

0.0262* 

0.0279* 

0.0159 

0.0013 

0.0535* 

0.0589* 

0.0283 

0.0023 

LY 

-0.0250* 

-0.0260* 

-0.0118 

-0.0468 

-0.0426* 

-0.0406* 

-0.0240 

-0.0818 

ASP 

-0.0200* 

-0.0186* 

-0.0238* 

-0.0340* 

-0.0891* 

-0.0834* 

-0.1014* 

-0.1520* & 

VA10 

-0.0062* 

-0.0066 

-0.0021 

-0.0190 

-0.0361* 

-0.0358 

-0.0137 

-0.1180  • 

ROLE 

-0.0413* 

-0.0404* 

-0.0507* 

-0.0312 

-0.1039* 

-0. 1021* 

-0.1286* 

-0.0743 

SCHL 

0.0075* 

0.0072 

0.0069 

0.0138 

0.0358* 

0.0336 

0.0337 

0.0660 

CN  6 

-0.0475* 

-0.0463* 

-0.0211 

-0.1210* 

-0.0811* 

-0.0783* 

-0.0380 

-0.1913* 

VOC 

-0.0063* 

-0.0061* 

-0.0079* 

-0.0073* 

-0.1428* 

-0.1337* 

-0.1423* 

-0.1282* 

IC 

0.0471* 

0.0450* 

0.1130 

0.0119 

0.0491* 

0.0502* 

0.0712 

0.0109 

IPLE  R 

0.3155 

0.3043 

0.3274 

0.3841 
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course  content.    The  number  of  courses  are  measured  in  Carnegie  units  and 
encompass  the  final  two  years  of  schooling.    When  predicting  total  number  of 
non-remedial  mathematics  courses,  base  year  mathematics  achievement  scores 
are  used.    Similarly,  when  predicting  total  number  of  non-remedial  science 
courses,  base  year  science  scores  are  used.    Vocabulary  base  year  scores  are 
used  for  number  of  foreign  language  courses.    Tables  9-14,  9-15,  and  9-16 
present  these  results  for  mathematics,  science,  and  language  courses, 
respectively. 

Tables  9-14  to  9-16  suggest  that  other  things  being  equal,  Blacks  take 
more  Carnegie  units  of  science  and  foreign  language  courses  than  do  Whites, 
Hispanics  are  more  likely  to  take  more  foreign  language  courses  than  Whites, 
Explanatory  variables  that  are  consistently  and  positively  related  to  number 
of  Carnegie  units  in  mathematics  are:     (1)  being  in  the  academic  program,  (2) 
having  a  mother  with  high  educational  aspirations,  (3)  being  good  at  mathe- 
matics as  measured  by  the  base  year  test,  (4)  not  being  a  disciplinary 
problem,  (5)  being  a  male  (except  Blacks),  and  (6)  attending  a  Catholic 
school.    Somewhat  similar  results  hold  for  explaining  the  total  number  of 
science  courses.     In  the  traditional  male-oriented  course  areas  (mathematics 
and  science)  White  males  take  significantly  more  courses  than  do  White 
females.     Surprisingly,  for  Blacks  there  is  little  or  no  sex  effect.  This 
finding  is  consistent  with  the  fact  that  Black  mothers  have  relatively  higher 
academic  aspirations  for  their  daughters  compared  to  their  sons.    The  sex 
effect  for  Hispanics  is  similar  to  Whites  in  size  and  direction,  but  only 
statistically  significant  in  the  science  area.    When  it  comes  to  the  number 
of  foreign  language  courses,  females  have  the  advantage  over  males  * 

With  the  exception  of  science,  Catholic  school  students  take  more 
courses  than  their  public  school  counterparts.    This  emphasis  on  basic 
academic  skills  in  the  Catholic  schools  is  independent  of  curriculum, 
suggesting  that  Catholic  school  students  in  the  academic  curriculum  routinely 
take  more  mathematics  and  language  courses  than  do  their  public  school 
counterparts.    On  the  average,  private  school  students  take  about  a  year 
more  mathematics  than  their  public  school  counterparts. 

There  is  a  consistent  tendency  for  students  from  the  South  to  take  some- 
what more  courses  in  mathematics  and  science.    The  converse  is  true  for  foreign 
languages . 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  while  SES  has  little  or  no  effect  on  number 
of  mathematics  or  science  courses,  it  does  have  an  effect  on  number  of  language 
courses  along  with  non-school-related  learning.    Students1  SES  and  those  cul- 
tural components  that  make  up  non-school  learning  experience  have  little  impact 
on  choosing  to  pursue  course  work  in  quantitatively  oriented  areas. 

8.    Determinants  of  Time  Spent  on  Homework  (Model  I) 

Table  9-17  indicates  that,  when  compared  to  Whites,  Blacks  spend  less 
time  on  homework.    Whites  and  Hispanics  spend  about  the  same  time  on  homework. 
Similarly,  with  the  exception  of  the  Black  group,  males  spend  less  time  on 
homework  than  do  females.     Independent  of  sex  and  racial/ethnicity,  students 
who  spend  more  tire  on  homework  tend  to: 


Table  9-14 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

NUMBER  OF  NON-REMEDIAL  MATH  COURSFS 
( NUKOER  UF  COURSES  PASSED*  GRADES  9-12) 


BY  TOTAL  GROUP 

ANO  ETHNIC 

SUBGROUPS 

RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED  PEGRf  SSMN  W FIGHT 

TOTAL 

Wnl  1 1 

At  Af*lf 
DL  AIR 

MFXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

UHITF 
nn  4  i  c 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

-0.0613 

-0.0156 

0.0109 

0.0015 

0.0827* 

0.094B* 

-0.0202 

0.1933 

0.0276* 

0.0319* 

-0.0073 

0.0630 

0.0615* 

0.0783* 

0.1253 

G.0493 

o.o;94* 

0.0353* 

0.0637 

0*07(6 

-0.1635* 

-0.1627* 

-0.0968 

-0.2984* 

-0.0511* 

-0. 0486* 

-0.0334 

-0.0954* 

0.091B* 

0.1028* 

0.0467 

-0.0475 

0.0289* 

0.0331* 

0.0153 

-0.013* 

0.0237 

-0.0097 

0.0420 

0.1211 

0.0060 

-0.0022 

0.0150 

0.0330 

0.1632* 

0.1744* 

0.1029* 

0.2059* 

0. 10B0* 

0.1150* 

0.0745* 

0.1511* 

0.0234 

0.0352* 

-0.0541 

0*031? 

0.0201 

0.0279* 

-0.0608 

0.0321 

0.0252 

0.0061 

0.0925 

0.1159 

0.0096 

0.0023 

0.0405 

0.045B 

0.0395* 

0.0276 

0.0B89* 

0.0356 

0.0292* 

0.019R 

0.0771* 

0.0281 

0.081J 

0.0451 

0.3134* 

0.1252 

0.0211 

0.0115 

U.0991* 

0.03P5 

0.0742* 

0.0722* 

0.0B84* 

0.0779* 

0.4636* 

0.4637* 

0.4617* 

0.5971* 

-1.0165* 

-0.9694* 

-0.B233* 

-0.9127* 

-0.1733* 

-0.1749* 

-0.0971* 

-0.1406* 

0.5224* 

0.5287* 

0.5363* 

0.5929* 

0.1680* 

0.1731* 

0.1781* 

0.1656* 

-0.7536* 

-0.7824* 

-0.4944* 

-1.0555* 

-0.0924* 

-0.09f  ,* 

-0.0666* 

-0.1345* 

0.7249 

0.7214 

0.6966 

0.6679 

I 

u 

00 

I 
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Table  9-15 
OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 


NUMBER  OF  NON-REMEDIAL  SCIENCE  COURSES 
(NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO,  GRADES  9-12) 

BY  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 
RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT  STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WFIf HT 


MEXICAN  MEXICAN^ 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  HI  CAN 

-0.1419* 

-0.0462* 

IC 

-0.1172 

•  -0.0212 

U.  1 f  D D~ 

-0. 01 79 

SJm  uggj  r 

3.0741* 

V  .  WW  U 

Om 1 41 3* 

-0.0031 

0.0040 

-0.0215 

0.1170 

-0.0019 

0.0023 

-0.0143 

0.0679 

w 

-0.1975* 

-0.1505* 

-0.2837* 

-0.5296* 

-0.0789* 

-0.0562* 

-0.1286* 

-0.2243* 

B 

-0.0325 

-0.0411 

-0.0496 

0.2068 

-0.0131 

-0.0165 

-0.0704 

0.0798 

0.0640 

0.0778 

0.0497 

-0.0323 

0.0206 

0.0220 

0.0231 

-0,0117 

SP 

0.1279* 

0.1393* 

0.0915* 

0.0*83 

0. 1082* 

0.1147* 

0.0670* 

0.0659 

10 

0.0203 

0.0247 

0. 0044 

-0.0157 

0.0223 

0.0244 

0.0064 

-0.0214 

LE 

0.0182 

0.0159 

-0.0319 

0.1598 

0.0089 

0.0075 

-0.0183 

0.0836 

HL 

-0.0079 

-0.0096 

0.0149 

0.0064 

-0.0074 

-0.00B7 

0.0169 

0.0067 

Q 

0.1614* 

0.1561* 

0.2095* 

0.1733 

0.0536* 

0.0496* 

0.0870* 

0.0596 

1 

0.0633* 

0.0621* 

0.0688* 

0.0494* 

0.2422* 

0.2169* 

0.2531* 

0.1773* 

0.1332* 

0.1506* 

0.1279 

0.3812 

0.0301* 

0.0340* 

0.0198 

0.0778 

IC 

0.4470* 

0.4591* 

0.3430* 

0.5412* 

0.1837* 

0.1  ■* 

0.1496* 

0.2003* 

BF 

-0.5501* 

-0.5615* 

-0.3063 

-1.0006* 

-0.0B62* 

-0.0857* 

-0.0562 

-0.1689* 

LE  R 

0.4462 

0.4461 

0.4196 

0.5061 
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Table  9-16 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  UN 


NUMBER  OF  NON-REMEDIAL  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  COURSES 
(NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED*  GRADES  9-12) 


8Y  TOTAL  GROUP 

AND  ETHNIC 

SUBGROUPS 

RAW  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED  PEGRESSJON  WEIGHT 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

8LACK 

P  RJCAN 

TOTAL 

HHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAM 

-0.2111* 

-0.0597* 

IC 

0.1937* 

0.0305* 

-0.3245* 

-0.3650* 

-0.1849* 

-0.1410 

-0.1201* 

-0.1318* 

-0.0812* 

-0.0577 

0.1582* 

0.1789* 

0.1248 

0.0180 

0.0838* 

0.0878* 

0.0773 

0.0099 

M 

0.2440* 

0.2582* 

0.2448* 

D.1651 

0.0847* 

0.0829* 

0.1030* 

0.0664 

B 

0.1840* 

0.1982* 

0.0505 

0.2184 

0.0644* 

0.0685* 

0.0193 

0.0799 

0.0084 

-0.0215 

0.0340 

0.1625 

0.0023 

-0.0052 

0.0148 

0.0556 

SP 

0.1399* 

0.1538* 

0.1040* 

0.1219* 

0.1028* 

0.1089* 

0.0917* 

0.1125* 

ID 

-0.0138 

-0.0072 

-0.  0387 

0.0262 

-0.0131 

-0.0061 

-0.0530 

0.0339 

LE 

0.03D3 

0.0200 

0.0901 

-D.0229 

0.0129 

0.0081 

0.0480 

-0.0114 

Wl 

0.0867* 

0.0754* 

0.1146* 

0.137B* 

0.0712* 

0.0530* 

0.1211* 

0.1364* 

8* 

0.0886* 

0. 106?* 

0.0624 

0.1068 

0.0256* 

0.0290* 

0.0240 

0.0349 

0.0611* 

0.0571* 

0.0824* 

0.0455* 

0.2358* 

0.2021* 

0.3223* 

0.1709* 

-0.9626* 

-0.9718* 

-0.8065* 

-0.5100* 

-0.1823* 

-0.1 B83* 

-0.1160* 

-0.0987* 

IC 

0.7279* 

0.7701* 

0.5580* 

0.5553* 

0.2599* 

0.2707* 

0.225B* 

0.1949* 

IF 

-0.4386* 

-0.4309* 

-0.3285 

-0.7677* 

-0.0597* 

-0.0565* 

-0.0556 

-0.1229* 

.E  R 

0.6517 

0.6540 

0.6573 

0.5463 

I 

to 
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Table  9- 17 
OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

TtHE  PEA  WEEK  SPENT  ON  HOMEWORK,  AVERAGE  OF  BASE  YE  Alt  AND  FDIUJWUP 
<  O-NONC  J  5-10  HOURS  OR  MDKf!) 


BY  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 
RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  RFGRF5SMN  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

DLACK 

Ht A 11 A  fit 

P  R  (CAN 

TOTAL 

WHITF 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  1(1  CAN 

-0.1646* 

-0.0544* 

c 

-0.1900* 

-0.0349* 

-0.3473* 

-0.3699* 

-0.1033 

-0.3269* 

-0.1501* 

-0.16B0* 

-0.0456 

-0.1469* 

0.0221 

0.0469 

-0.1194 

0.0109 

0.0137 

0.0274 

-0.0744 

0.0066 

1 

0.1188* 

0.1212* 

0.0866 

0.1608 

0.0482* 

0.0464* 

0.0366 

0.0709 

\ 

-0.0373 

-0.0261 

-0.108B 

-0.1076 

-0.0152 

-O.OIOB 

-0.0419 

-0.043? 

-0.0554 

-0.0719 

0.0076 

-0.0858 

-0.0181 

-0.0209 

0.0033 

-0.0322 

# 

0.0590* 

0.0549* 

0.0824 

0.0874 

0.0507* 

0.0464* 

0.0731 

0.0885 

0 

0.0484* 

0.0521* 

0.0496 

0.0406 

0.0538* 

0.0529* 

0.0681 

0.0576 

1 

0.2045* 

0.2117* 

0.1902* 

0.1477 

0.1013* 

0.1030* 

0.1020* 

0.0804 

1 

0.0005 

-0.0128 

0.0550 

0.0045 

0.0005 

-0.0117 

0.0585 

0.0049 

a 

0.1433* 

0.1563* 

0.1143 

-0.0464 

0.0483* 

0.0509* 

0.0443 

-0.0166 

-0.0051 

-0.0072 

0.0057 

0.0018 

-0.02*1 

-0.0302 

0.0225 

0.0072 

-0.0029 

-0.0071 

-0.0095 

-0.1676 

-0.0007 

-0.0016 

-0.0014 

-0.0356 

c 

0.1350* 

0.1457* 

0.0231 

0.1448 

0.0563* 

0.0611* 

0.0094 

0.0557 

F 

-0.9841* 

-1.0561* 

-0.5961* 

-0.9691* 

-0.1566* 

-0.1654* 

-0.1014* 

-0.1702* 

0.1329* 

0.1344* 

0.1379* 

0*0997* 

0.1724* 

0.17??* 

0.1690* 

0.1375* 

0.0745* 

0.0727* 

0.1172* 

0.0347 

0.0756* 

0.0746* 

0.1093* 

0.0362 

0.1432* 

0.1352* 

0.1788* 

0.1401* 

0.1672* 

0.1614* 

0.1798* 

0.1537* 

E  ft 

0.5592 

0.5675 

0.5333 

0.5127 
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o    Be  in  the  academic  program  (except  Blacks). 

o    Take  more  courses  in  all  three  course  content  areas. 

o    Come  from  homes  where  there  is  a  high  level  of  family  educational 
support  —  the  mother  has  higher  educational  aspirations  for 
her  child,  the  parents  have  been  involved  in  the  selection  of 
the  curriculum  track  and  the  home  tends  to  have  more  educational 
aids . 

o    Not  be  characterized  by  disciplinary  behavior  problems. 

o    Have  higher  levels  of  locus  of  control  (with  the  exception  of  the 
Hispanics) . 

The  finding  that  base  year  locus  of  control  has  a  small  but  significant  impact 
on  amount  of  homework  done  is  consistent  with  the  earlier  results  that  suggest 
that  locus  of  control  may  have  an  educational  motivational  consequence. 

9.     Determinants  of  Gains  in  Mathematics  Scores  for  the  In-School  Students 


Inspection  of  Table  9-18  indicates  that  the  regression  of  a  mathematics 
post-test  on  pre-test  is  essentially  equivalent  for  all  three  racial/ethnic 
groups.    This  finding  gives  us  more  confidence  in  interpreting  the  Black/White 
and  White/Hispanic  contrasts  with  respect  to  gains  in  mathematics  achievement. 
In  order  to  test  the  robustness  of  the  estimated  gains,  the  regressions  were 
run  with  and  without  two  additional  school  level  variables.    The  school  level 
variables  were  percent  going  to  college  and  the  mean  student  rating  of  the 
school's  reputation  in  the  community.    There  was  virtually  no  difference  in 
the  estimates.    Demographic  variables  that  were  significantly  related  to  gain 
in  approximate  order  of  importance  were: 

o    Whites  gained  .56  test  score  points  more  than  Blacks  and 
approximately  .9  more  than  Hispanics. 

o    Males  gained  approximately  1.0  of  a  test  score  point  more 
than  females.    The  gap  in  gains  in  favor  of  Hispanic  males 
was  somewhat  less . 

o    High  SES  White  students  gained  more  than  low  SES  White 
students.     There  was  no  relationship  between  SES  and  gains 
for  Blacks* 

o    White  and  Hispanic  students  from  the  South  gained  less  than 
their  counterparts  from  other  areas  of  the  country. 

Only  one  family  educational  suDDort  variable  was  i elated  to  mathematics  eains 


(Model  I) 


Table  9-18 
OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 


MATHEMATICS  POSTTEST  IRT  SCORE 


BY  TOTAL  GROUP  A NO  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAN  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


MEXICAN* 


MEXICAN* 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

0.5575* 
-0.3675 

0.0197* 
-0.0072 

0.9633* 

0.3662* 

0.5671* 

0.2201 

0.1480 

0.9652* 

0.3690* 

0.6327* 

0.2148 

0.2146 

1.0936* 

0.0840 

0.1555 

0.4446 

0.1535 

0.4835 
0.2780 
0.7531 
0.3245 
-0.0925 

0.04460 

0.0243^ 

0.0246* 

0.0096 

0.0052 

0.0458* 
0.  0238* 
0.0267* 
0.0098 
0.0069 

0.0639* 

0.0069 

0.0087 

0.0226 

0.0089 

0.0266 
0.0205 
0.0406 
0.0159 
-0.0042 

0.2B90* 
-0.0955 
-0.1617 

0.3061* 
-0.1043 
-0.1309 

0.0697 
0.0216 
-0.2425 

0.2697 
-0.0425 
-0.3505 

0.02664' 
-0.0114 
-0.0086 

0. 0285* 
-0.0117 
-0.0070 

0.0082 
0.0039 
-0.0172 

0.0334 
-0.0074 
-0.0233 

0.0660 

0.1061 

-0.0603 

-0.0045 

0.0068 

0.0107 

-0.0085 

-0*0006 

0.0746 

-0.0015 

0.1950 

0.5647 

0.0027 

-0.0001 

0.0100 

0.0247 

0.5811* 

0.5807* 

0.5758* 

0.5374* 

0.5265* 

0.5268* 

0.4878* 

0.4615* 

1.1482* 
0.3581* 
-1.1250* 

1.0671* 
0.3616 
-1.0906* 

1.3762 
0.3968 
-1.5288 

0.2665 
-0.4038 
-1.5822 

0.0272* 
0.0160* 
-0.0192* 

0. 0272* 
0.0167 
-0.0188* 

0.0263 
0.0214 
-0.0344 

0.0069 
-0.0190 
-0.0340 

1.6186* 
0.37:6* 

1.6419* 
0.3531* 

1.5034* 
0.4466* 

1.5648* 
0.5311* 

0.2249* 
0.0399* 

0.2320* 
0.0389* 

0.2438* 
0.0591* 

0.2636* 
0.0649* 

0.0101* 
-0.2879 

0.0097 
-0.3578 

0.0119 
0.3472 

0.0137 
-0.5410 

0.0185* 
-0.0118 

0.0183 
-0.0148 

0.0259 
0.0182 

0.0296 
-0.0279 

0.0696* 

0.0834* 

0.0415 

-0.0398 

0.0336* 

0.0388* 

0.0216 

-0.0200 

0.0731* 

0.0562 

0.1084 

0.2089* 

0.0323* 

0.0251 

0.0500 

0.0919* 

0.1926* 

0.2047* 

0.1256 

0.2249* 

0.0801* 

0. 0809* 

0.0570 

0.1027* 

0.0832* 

0.0852* 

0.0802 

0.0445 

0.0382* 

0.0383* 

0.0436 

0.0230 

0.8865 

0.8770 

0.8437 

0.8443 
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o    Mother's  educational  aspirations  for  the  child  for  Whites  and  Hispanics. 

School  student  behaviors  and  attitudes  that  were  significantly  and  positively 
related  to  gains  in  mathematics  achievement  in  approximate  order  of  importance 
were : 

o    Number  of  Carnegie  units  in  mathematics, 
o    Amount  of  homework  hours • 

o    Being  in  the  academic  program  (except  for  Hispanics). 
o    Not  being  a  disciplinary  problem. 

It  is  encouraging  to  note  that  additional  non-remedial  mathematics 
course  work  equivalent  to  one  Carnegie  unit  would  lead  to  an  expected  gain  of 
approximately  one  and  one-half  score  points  for  all  ethnic  groups. 

10.     Determinants  of  Gain  in  Science  Scores  for  the  In-School  Students  (Model  I) 

Table  9-19  presents  the  result  of  the  analysis  of  the  science  achievement 
gains.  Table  9-19  indicates  that  the  demographic  variables  that  were  signifi- 
cantly related  to  science  gains  were: 

o    Whites  gained  approximately  1.1  points  more  than  Blacks 
while  the  Hispanics  gained  approximately  .6  of  a  point  more 
than  the  Blacks . 

o    Males  gained  about  .85  points  more  than  females. 

o    Students  from  the  South  gained  less  than  students  from  other 
regions  of  the  country.    The  negative  impact  of  residing  in 
the  South  on  gains  in  science  is  significantly  greater  for 
Hispanics  as  compared  to  Whites  or  Blacks. 

The  only  family  educational  support  system  variable  that  was  related  to 
science  gains  was: 

o    Amount  of  non-school  learning  experience  for  total  group  only. 

Student  school  behaviors  and  attitudes  that  were  related  to  gains  in 
science  in  approximate  order  of  importance  were: 

o    Number  of  science  courses. 

o    Number  of  hours  of  homework. 

Unlike  the  case  of  the  mathematics  gain,  membership  in  the  academic  curriculum 
was  not  related  to  science  gains.     Similarly,  the  standardized  regression  coef- 
ficients associated  with  number  of  science  courses  was  about  one-fourth  that  of 
its  counterpart  used  in  predicting  gains  in  mathematics.    These  results  are 
consistent  with  the  conclusions  in  the  Psychometric  Report  (Rock  et  al.)  that 
suggest  that  the  science  test  might  be  less  sensitive  to  school  behaviors. 
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Table  *-19 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 


SCIENCE  POSTTEST  IRT  SCORE 


BY  TOTAL  CROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAN  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


MEXICAN* 


TOT  A  1 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

P  RICAN 

1.1122* 

n  cAon* 
U« 300U* 

0.0934* 
0.0265* 

0.1146 

Urn 316 f* 

0.0501 

Q. 0102 

0.0220* 
0.1692 

0.0661 

w. 02 f  1 

0.0042* 
-0.1295 

0.4326 
-0.0433 

A     1  ITi 

0. 1374 

0.8837* 

0.1527 

1.0388* 

0.0484 

0.1540 

0.0939* 

0.0180 

0.0326* 

0.0052 

0.0015 

0.0978* 
0.0274 
0.0247* 
0.0075 
-0.0022 

0.1092* 
-0.0231 

0.0523 
-0.0048 

0.0172 

0.09811* 

0.0229 

0.1139* 

0.0048 

0.0144 

0.0BB5 

— n  ni9n 
U. U12U 

-0.0678 

0.0827 
O  .  DO  65 
-0.0347 

0.0123 

A     AA  ft  ft 

0.00BB 
-0.1240 

0.2628 
-0.0096 
-0.2116 

0.0193 
-0.0034 
-0.0085 

0.0193 
-0.0018 
-0.0047 

0.0031 
0.0035 
-0.0190 

0.066? 
-0.0034 
-0.0287 

0.0892* 

0.0931 

0.0647 

0.0782 

0.0217* 

0.0236 

0.0197 

0.0211 

0.2089 

0.1807 

0.2788 

0.0272 

0.0179 

0.0163 

0.0309 

0.0024 

0.4372* 

0.4348* 

0.4554* 

0.4239* 

0.4314* 

0.4304* 

0.4469* 

0.3943* 

-0.0106 
-0.0873 
-0.6032* 

-0.0744 
-0.0756 
-0.7702* 

0.2063 
0.1059 
-0.3172 

0.7881 
-0.4978 
•  0.1707 

-0.0006 
-0.0093 
-0.0244* 

-0.0048 
-0.0088 
-0.0333* 

0.0065 
0.0123 
-0.0154 

0.0416 
-0.0477 
0.0075 

0.2131* 
0.0922* 

0.1907* 
0.0586 

0.2050 
0.1628 

0.4787* 
0.2474 

0.054** 
0.0234* 

0.0540* 
0.0162 

0.0547 
0.0466 

0.1239* 
0.0616 

-0.0051* 
-0.0232 

-0.0071* 
0.0111 

0.0045 
-0.0606 

-0.O054 
0.1259 

-Q.0221* 
-0.0023 

-0.0334* 
0.0012 

0.0210 
-0.0069 

-0.0236 
0.0132 

0.0985* 

0.0990* 

0.0880* 

0.1180* 

0.1126* 

0.1155* 

0.0990* 

0.1210* 

0.1015* 

0.0987* 

0.1144* 

0.1350* 

0.1065* 

0.1104* 

0.1141* 

0.1209* 

0.0561* 

0.0589* 

0.0578* 

0.0332 

0.1206* 

0.1338* 

0.1058* 

0.0580 

0.0133 

0.0052 

0.D265 

0.0553 

0.0145 

0.0059 

0.0311 

0.0583 

0.8162 

0.7769 

0.7891 

0.7852 
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11 •     Determinants  of  Gains  in  Vocabulary  Scores  for  the  In-School  Students 
(Model  I) 

Table  9-20  presants  the  determinants  of  gains  in  vocabulary  scores.  Demo- 
graphic variables  that  are  significantly  related  to  gain  in  vocabulary  are: 

o    Whites  gained  .9  vocabulary  score  points  more  than  Blacks 
and  Hispanics. 

o    Students  from  high  SES  backgrounds  gained  more  than  students 
from  low  SES  backgrounds  (except  for  Blacks)* 

Family  educational  support  variables  that  are  related  to  vocabulary  gains 
in  relative  order  of  importance  are: 

o    Mother's  educational  aspirations  for  the  child. 

o    Amount  of  non-school  learning  experiences. 

o    Parental  role  in  selecting  curriculum.     Surprisingly,  this  variable 
had  a  negative  regression  weight,  indicating  that  the  students 
whose  parents  weren't  involved  in  selecting  their  curriculum  were 
more  likely  to  show  greater  vocabulary  gains. 

Student:  school  behaviors  and  attitudes  that  were  related  to  gain  in  order  of 
importance  were : 

o    Number  of  foreign -language  courses. 

o    Locus  of  control.     Students  who  felt  that  they  could  have  an 
impact  on  their  own  future  gained  more. 

o    Number  of  homework  hours. 

12*     Determinants  of  Gains  in  Reading  Scores  for  the  In-School  Population 
(Model  I) 

Inspection  of  Table  9-21  indicates  that  the  demographic  variables  thac 
were  significantly  related  to  gain  were: 

o    Males  gained  approximately  .25  of  a  score  point  more 
than  females. 


o    Whites  in  the  South  gained  more  than  their  counterparts 
el se where . 

No  family  educational  support  system  variables  were  significantly  related  to 
gain.    Student  school  behaviors  and  attitudes  that  were  significantly  related 
to  gains  in  reading  in  approximate  order  of  importance  were: 
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Table  9-20 

OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  UN 


V0CA8ULARY  POSTTEST  IRT  SCORE 
BY  TOTAL  GROUP  ANO  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAN  RFGRESSION  WEIGHT  STANOAROIZEO  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

NEXICANf 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

NEXICANf 
P  RICAN 

0.8860* 
0.0403 

0.0613* 
0.0016 

0.0932 
0.1942* 
0.1733 
0.0802 
-0.0153 

0.0287 
0.2759* 
0.1148 
0.0463 
-0.0944 

0.3911 
-0.2299 
0.1070 
0.5158 
0.1670 

0.0410 
0.2869 
0.6203 
-0.2470 
0.2283 

0.0084 
0.0251* 
0.0147 
0.0069 
-0.0010 

0.0028 
0.0369* 
0.0100 
0.0044 
-0.0063 

0.0377 
-0.0312 
O.OOW 
0.0433 
0.0159 

0.00318 
0.0361 
0.0570 
-0.0207 
0.0179 

0.1498* 
0.0293 
-0.1975* 

0.1115 
0.0108 
-0.1261 

0.2030 
0.0626 
-0.3700 

0.4236* 
0.0637 
-0.3651 

0.0269* 
0.0068 
-0.0205+ 

0.0215 
0.0025 
-0.0140 

0.0392 
0.0188 
-0.0433 

0.0894* 
0.0189 
-0.0415 

1 

0.0882* 

0.0740 

0.0943 

0.1560 

0.0177* 

0.0155 

0.0219 

0.0353 

Ul 

1 

0.5117* 

0.4397* 

0.6124* 

0.7864 

0.0361* 

0.0327* 

0.0517* 

0*0588 

0.5447* 

0.5401* 

0.5709* 

0.5792* 

0.5138* 

0.5206* 

0.4894* 

0.4979* 

-0.0954 
0.0901 
-0.3991 

-0.0985 
0.0999 
-0.2502 

-0.1558 
0.1349 
-0.9743 

-0.4592 
-0.0752 
-0.7125 

-0.0044 
0.0079 
-0*0133 

-0.0052 
0.0096 
-0.0089 

-0.0049 
0.0120 
-0.0361 

-0.0203 
-0.0060 
-0.0261 

0.2443* 
0.0881* 

0.2275* 
0.0838 

0.4288* 
0.0066 

-0.0151 
0.2352 

0.0597* 
0.0184* 

0.0620* 
0.0191 

0.0940* 
0.0014 

-0.0035 
0.0491 

0.0011 
0.0627 

0.0013 
0.0171 

0.0037 
0.0321 

-0.0056 
0.4428 

0.004L 
0.0050 

0.0051 
0.0015 

0.0131 
0.0028 

-0.0206 
0.0390 

0.1259* 

0.1201* 

0.1545* 

0.2241* 

0.1087* 

0.1110* 

0.1174* 

0.1683* 

0.0094 

0.0165* 

-0.0149 

-0.0147 

0.0166 

0.0310* 

-0.0208 

-0.0215 

0.1244* 

0.1152* 

0.1659* 

0.1099 

0.1011* 

0.0942* 

0.1741* 

0.0857 

0.0878* 

0.0821* 

0.1049* 

0.0722 

0.0787* 

0.0764* 

0.0938* 

0.0638 

0.8564 

0.8333 

0.8360 

0.8296 
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Table  9-21 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

READING  POSTTEST  IRT  SCORE 
BY  TOTAL  GROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 
RAN  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANOARDIZEO  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

1C 

-0.0020 
-0.0937 

-0.0002 
-0.0039 

i 
I 

0.2574* 
0.0240 
-0.2054 
-0.0245 
0.0056 

0,2405 
0.0574 
-0.2460* 
-0.0407 
-0.0249 

0.4610 
-0.0116 
-0.2212 
0.1995 
0.1125 

0.2574 
-0.3018 

0.0029 
-0.0672 
-0.0531 

0.0254* 
0.0034 
-0.0190 
-0.0023 
0.0004 

0.0243 
0.0079 
-0.02?1* 
-0.003S 
-0.0017 

0.0568 
-0.0020 
-0.0250 
0.0205 
0.0131 

0.0287 
-0.0452 
0.0003 

VIVVVJ 

-0.0067 
-0.0049 

IP 
ID 
.E 

0.0762 
-0.0276 
-0.1155 

0.0273 
-0.0297 
-0.1022 

0.1691 
-0.0276 
-0.1837 

0.5400* 
0.0307 
-0.1357 

0.0153 
-0.0070 
-0.0131 

0.0054 
-0.0071 
-0.0116 

U.UHUi 

-0.0102 
-0.0263 

0. 1 356* 
0.0106 
-0.0183 

IL 

0.0567 

0.0766 

-0.0116 

-0.0030 

0.0129 

0.0165 

-0.0033 

-0.0006 

B 

0.4404* 

0.4164* 

0.5464 

0.4638 

0.0339* 

0.0318* 

0.0566 

0.0430 

iD 

0.3626* 

0.3642* 

0.3526* 

0.3130* 

0.3421* 

0.3453* 

0.3267* 

0.2795* 

C 

F 

-0.1529 
0.0997 
-0.3523 

-0.1868 
0.1064 
-0.2664 

-0.2617 
0.2061 
-0.5066 

-0.0913 
-0.5079 
-0.7616 

-0.0077 
0.0095 
-0.0126 

-0.0102 
0.0105 
-0.0105 

-0.0101 
0.0226 
-0.0230 

-0.0046 
-0.0465 
-0.0332 

T 

0.1785* 
0.1363* 

0.1739* 
0.1539* 

0.2705 
0.0634 

0.1066 
-0.0106 

0.0476* 
0.0316* 

0.0466* 
0.0360* 

0.0727 
0.0223 

0.0290 
-0.0027 

E 
P 

-0.0036 
-0.1666 

-0.0046 
-0.1736 

0.0014 
-0.1230 

-0.0029 
-0.0877 

-0.0139 
-0.0145 

-0.0195 
-0.0152 
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-0.0130 

-0.0126 
-0.0092 

0.1662* 

0.1673* 
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0.2132* 

0.1919* 
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0.1756* 

0.2160* 

H 
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0.0529* 

0.0493* 

0.0422 
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0.1020* 

0.0643* 

0.0735 
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0.1253* 

0.1811* 

0.1290* 
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0.1149* 

0.1660* 

0.0697* 

0.0913* 

0.0742* 

0.1114* 
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o    Number  of  foreign  language  courses. 

o    Locus  of  control. 

o    Number  of  hours  of  homework. 

13.     Determinants  of  Gains  in  Writing  Scores  for  the  In-School  Population 
(Model  I) 

Inspection  of  Table  9-22  indicates  that  the  demographic  variables  that 
were  significantly  related  to  gains  in  writing  in  order  of  importance  were: 

o    Whites  gained  .55  points  more  than  Blacks. 

o    Females  gained  approximately  1.5  points  more  than  males. 

Family  educational  support  variables  that  were  significantly  related  to  gains 
in  writing  in  approximate  order  of  importance  were: 

o    Mother's  educational  aspirations  for  the  child. 

o    Study  aids  in  the  home. 

Student  school  behavior  and  attitudes  significantly  related  to  gains  in  writing 
in  approximate  order  of  importance  were: 

o    Number  of  foreign  language  courses. 

o    Involvement  in  disciplinary  problems  (negatively  related), 
o    Number  of  hours  of  homework, 
o    Locus  of  control. 

The  relative  adjusted  gains  in  tested  achievement  between  males  and 
females  and  ethnic  groups  for  the  in-school  population  need  to  be  put 
into  perspective.    In  terms  of  pre-test  standard  deviation  units,  the  group 
contrasts  are  as  follows, 

Whites  gain  in: 


Mathematics 


Science 


Vocabulary      Reading  Writing 


Compared  to  Blacks 


+.06  S.D. 


+.25  S.D. 


+.17  S.D. 


No  Diff.  +.11  S.D. 


Compared  to  Hispanics 


+.09  S.D. 


+.12  S.D. 


+.16  S.D.     +.02  S.D.  +.04  S.D. 
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Tabic  9-22 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

WRITING  POSTTEST  IRT  SCORE 
6V  10TAL  GROUP  A NO  ETHNIC  SU8GROUPS 


RAM  REGRESSION  HEIGHT  STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIliM 
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0.0967* 
-0.1423 
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c 

F 
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-0*0042 
-0.0487* 

-0.0056 
-0.0071 
-0.0482* 

0.0041 
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-0.0599* 

-0.0116 
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-0.0810* 

1 
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0.1931* 
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0*1664* 
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0.2618 
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D 
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Male  gains  compared  to  females  in: 

Mathematics      Science      Vocabulary      Reading  Writing 

+.10  S.D.      +.19  S.D.      +.02  S.D.     +.05  S.D.  -.29  S.D. 

While  the  size  of  ethnic  differences  approximate  those  of  the  male-female 
comparisons,  the  pattern  is  somewhat  different.     It  is  interesting  to  note 
that  the  smaller  Black-White  difference  among  the  gain  contrasts  are  in  the 
mathematics  and  reading  achievement  areas.    This  pattern  of  the  differential 
gains  is  also  consistent  with  a  differential  targeting* hypothesis .    That  is, 
Blacks  and  Hispanics  have  a  greater  likelihood  of  having  participated  in 
Title  I  (Chapter  I)  and  possibly  other  remedial  skills  enhancement  programs 
than  did  Whites.     It  is  the  reading  and  mathematics  areas  that  are  targeted 
rather  than  the  vocabulary  or  science  areas  in  these  programs.    The  argument 
here  is  that  participation  in  these  special  programs  allowed  Blacks  and 
Hispanics  to  sufficiently  develop  their  basic  skills  to  "keep  up"  with  their 
majority  group  classmates  during  the  last  two  years  of  high  school.  Mathe- 
matics is  also  the  one  achievement  content  area  that  would  seem  to  be  most 
likely  to  be  sensitive  to  formal  schooling. 

The  largest  Black-White  differences  occur  in  science  and  vocabulary. 
Both  the  vocabulary  and  the  science  areas  may  be  less  sensitive  to  special 
course  work.    The  science  measure  would  appear  to  be  less  sensitive  to  formal 
course  work,  since  its  item  content  includes  a  proportionately  large  number  of 
general  science  questions  and  some  biology  items.    While  the  biology  items  may 
be  course-related,  most  students  take  biology  before  the  end  of  their  sophomore 
year.    Therefore,  the  base  year  pre-test  science  score  when  used  as  a  covariate 
will  remove  much  of  any  group-related  biology  course  differences  from  gains 
in  science  achievement.     Previously  discussed  results  support  this  inter- 
pretation.   Non-school-related  learning  was  found  to  be  significantly  related 
to  both  initial  (sophomore)  science  and  vocabulary  scores  as  well  as  to  gains 
in  both  science  and  vocabulary. 

It  also  should  be  kept  in  mind  that  these  group  comparisons  are  based  on 
differences  in  adjusted  means.    We  are  asking  (and  hopefully  answering)  the 
question,  "what  would  be  the  expelled  gains  if  one  compared  Blacks  and  Whites 
who  had  the  same  demographics  and  sophomore  achievement  scores  and  who  exhibited 
the  same  school  behaviors,  e.g.,  number  of  courses,  amount  of  homework,  being 
in  the  academic  curriculum,  etc." 

The  analysis  shows  that  other  things  being  equal,  meaning  demographics  and 
level  of  family  educational  support,  Blacks  take  significantly  more  science 
and  foreign  language  courses  and  report  doing  more  homework  than  Whites. 
There  is  little  difference  between  Whites  and  Hispanics  on  these  process  vari- 
ables.   The  question  the  gain  analyses  attempt  to  answer  is  what  would  be  the 
expected  gain  if  Blacks  and  Whites  took  the  same  number  of  courses  and  did 
equivalent  amounts  of  homework.    That  the  Blacks1  estimated  gain  was 
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typically  less  than  the  Whites1  reflects  the  fact  that  their  observed  gains 
were  not  commensurate  with  what  is  predicted  from  their  relative  involvement 
in  the  academic  process  (homework  and  course  work) • 

Part  of  the  differential  gain  in  favor  of  Whites  in  science  and 
vocabulary  could  be  due  to  differences  in  quality  of  the  course  work 
received  or  school  attended.     Differences  in  quality  of  schools  and  thus 
possibly  course  work  received  should,  however,  have  little  effect  on  the 
obtained  sex  differences.    Also,  the  introduction  of  two  school  level 
"quality"  variables,  mean  percent  going  to  college  and  the  students'  mean 
rating  of  the  reputation  of  the  school  in  the  community,  left  the  ethnic 
group  regression  coefficients  virtually  unchanged. 

Another  interesting  result  that  bears  on  targeting  and  its  possible 
influence  on  Black/White  differential  gain  is  the  fact  that  SES  had  a 
consistently  lower  relationship  with  gains  for  Blacks  as  compared  to 
Whites.     In  some  cases,  the  raw  score  regression  weights  were  even 
negative.    Similarly,  the  regression  weight  associated  with  the  "trappings" 
of  SES  such  as  study  aids  in  home,  non-school-related  learning  activity 
and  parental  involvement  tended  to  have  a  lesser  effect  on  gains  (sometimes 
negative)  for  Blacks.    This  would  seem  to  be  additional  indirect  evidence 
for  the  impact  of  targeting  through  Title  I  on  gains.    That  is,  low  SES 
Blacks  are  more  likely  to  be  targeted  for  Title  I  programs  than  are  the 
high  SES  Blacks.    The  zero  and  negative  weighted  SES  variables  for  Blacks 
suggest  that  among  Blacks  the  potentially  Title  I  targeted  subgroups  are 
showing  greater  gains. 

The  in— school  path  models  results  suggest  that  student  school  process 
behaviors  are  the  primary  determinants  of  gains  regardless  of  ethnicity 
or  sex.    Number  of  non-remedial  courses,  amount  of  homework,  being  in  t';e 
academic  curriculum,  and  not  cutting  classes  or  being  suspended  are  the 
primary  determinants  of  gain.    These  students'  process  variables  are  in 
turn  primarily  explained  by  home  educational  support  variables  such  as 
mothers1  aspirations,  study  aids  in  the  home,  parental  role  in  curriculum 
selection,  and  number  of  non-school-related  learning  experiences.    That  is, 
the  model  is : 
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An  additional  possible  proxy  for  motivation  to  achieve  is  self-reports  of 
locus  of  control.    Base  year  locus  of  control  was  found  to  be  significantly 
related  to  gains  in  achievement  for  all  tested  areas.    Construct  validity  for 
base  year  locus  of  control  as  a  proxy  for  educational  motivation  was  the  fact 
that  it  was  significantly  and  positively  related  to  the  following  student 
school  behaviors: 

o    Selection  into  the  academic  curriculum. 

o    Total  number  of  non-remedial  courses  in  mathematics,  sciences 
and  foreign  languages  taken  during  one's  junior  and  senior 
ye  ar . 

o    Average  number  of  hours  spent  in  homework  during  the  last  two 
years  of  high  school. 

This  apparently  critical  attitude  itself  is  a  function  of  the  level  of  the 
family  educational  support  system.    The  const  dilation  of  mother's  aspirations 
and  the  related  educational  support  variables  such  as  study  aids  in  the  home, 
number  of  non-school-rclated  learning  experiences,  and  parental  involvement, 
all  relate  to  whether  the  individual  feels  that  "strivings11  can  make  a  dif- 
ference.   This  relationship  of  the  family  educational  support  system  to  this 
critical  positive  attitude  (locus  of  control)  and  other  positive  social  and 
school  behaviors  is  particularly  important  from  a  policy  viewpoint  since: 

o    The  constellations  of  family  support  variables  are  manipul^ble 
to  the  extent  that  parental  attitudes,  behaviors,  and  involvement 
can  be  changed  through  encouragement  and  educational  information. 

o    It  has  a  significant  effect  independent  of  SES,  which  of  course, 
is  much  less  manipulable. 

o    The  relationship  seems  to  "work"  among  all  racial/ethnic  groups. 

B.     PREDICTION  OF  THE  DECISION  TO  STAY  IN  OR  DROP  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  (MODEL  II) 

As  Figure  9-2  indicated,  the  path  model  for  the  total  sample  (in-school 
and  dropouts)  includes  somewhat  different  intermediate  dependent  variables 
than  the  in-school  model.    The  following  tables  and  their  discussion  deal 
with  that  part  of  Model  II  that  diverges  from  Model  I. 

1 .    Determinants  of  Students'  Participation  in  Sophomore  School  Activities 
(Model  II) 

This  variable  was  included  in  the  Model  II  analysis  since  the  earlier 
descriptive  analysis  results  suggested  that  dropouts  typically  do  not  feel 
that  they  are  a  member  of  the  student  body.     Inspection  of  Table  9-23  indicates 
that  Whites  and  Hispanics  are  less  likely  than  Blacks  to  participate  in  these 
school  activities.    Females  are  more  likely  to  be  involved  in  extracurricular 
activities  than  are  males.    Also,  the  participation  rate  is  greater  in  the 
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Table  9-23 

OIRECT  ErFECTS  tlF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 


PARTICIPATED  IN  ANY  ACTIVITIES  IN  SQPHDNnRF  YEAR 
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BY  TOTAL  CROUP  AND  ETHNIC  SUOCROUPS 
RAW  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 
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-0.0130* 

-0.0121 
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South  and  in  rural  schools.    This  may  be  somewhat  confounded  with  the 
size  of  school.    Parental  involvement,  as  indicated  by  the  extent  of 
their  role  in  the  selection  of  their  child's  curriculum,  the  number  of 
study  aids  in  the  home  and  non-school  learning,  were  more  significantly 
related  to  the  participation  rate  for  almost  all  groups.  Participation 
rate  has  little  or  no  relationship  with  verbal  ability  or  measured  by  the 
vocabulary  pre-test. 

2 .  Determinants  of  Grades  through  the  Second  Year  in  High  School 

The  primary  outcome  variable  in  Table  9-24  is  self-reported  grades  as  of 
the  sophomore  year.    While  there  is  no  ethnic  group  effect  when  controlling  for 
the  other  explanatory  variables  (in  particular  verbal  ability  as  measured  by 
base  year  vocabulary),  there  is  a  sex  effect.    Other  things  being  equal,  males 
receive  lower  grades  than  females.    This  is  true  for  Whites  and  Blacks  and,  to 
a  lesser  extent,  for  Hispanics. 

Other  things  being  equal,  grades  in  the  South  and  in  the  rural  schools 
tended  to  be  significantly  higher. 

Of  the  family  educational  support  system,  mother's  educational  aspirations 
for  the  child  and  parental  role  in  curriculum  selection  were  positively  related 
to  grades. 

School  behaviors  and  attitudes  that  were  related  to  grades  in  approximate 
order  of  importance  were: 

o    Having  high  vocabulary  scores. 

o    Involvement  in  disciplinary  problems  negatively  related. 

o    Amount  of  homework  done. 

o    Locus  of  control. 

o    Being  in  the  academic  program. 

3.  Determinants  of  the  Decision  to  Stay  In  or  Drop  Out  of  School  (Model  II) 

Inspection  of  Table  9-25  indicates  that  the  demographic  variables  that  are 
related  to  dropping  out  of  school  in  approximate  order  of  importance  are: 

o    Intact  family  -  students  coming  from  an  intact  family 
(i.e.,  both  parents  present)  are  less  likely  to  drop  out. 

o    SES  -  students  from  high  SES  backgrounds  are  less  likely 
to  drop  out  (with  the  possible  exception  of  Blacks). 

o    Whites  and  Hispanics  -  other  things  being  equal,  Whites  and 

Hispanics  are  more  likely  to  drop  out  of  school  than  are  Blacks. 
Probably  the  critical  control  variables  here  are  ability  as 
measured  by  pre-test  achievement  scores  and  school  performance  as 
measured  by  grades. 
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Table  9-24 
OIRFCT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
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0.0173 

0.0359 

1 

U 

0.1287* 

0.1418* 

0.0613 

0.1039 

0.0815* 

0.0885* 

0.0429 

0.0742 

I 

-0.0415* 

-0.0336 

-0.0466 

-0.0118 

-0.0342* 

-0.0256 

-0.0492 

-0.0117 

0.1538* 

0.1691* 

0.0789 

0.0799 

0.0551* 

0.0595* 

0.0328 

0.0JC5 

0.0076 

-0.0079 

0.0727 

0.0862 

0.0052 

-0.0052 

0.0588 

0.0656 

0.2721* 

0.2385* 

0.2046 

0.3002 

0. 0661* 

0.0630* 

0.0605 

0.0757 

0.0917* 

0.0978* 

0.0536* 

0.0537* 

0.2964* 

0.2987* 

0.1585* 

0.1498* 

0.0935 

0. 0926 

-0.1945 

0.5443 

0.0139 

0.0144 

-0.0201 

0.0795 

0.2753* 

0.2569* 

0.2373 

0.4815* 

0.0794* 

0. 0748* 

0.0711 

0.1243* 

-1.5082* 

-1.5684* 

-1.2104* 

-1.3153* 

-0.2146* 

-0.2183* 

-0.1988* 

-0.7099* 

0.0745* 

0.0773* 

0.0670* 

0.0239 

0.0839* 

0.0850* 

0.0903* 

0.0286 

0.1830* 

0.1740* 

0.2065* 

0.2768* 

0.  1427* 

0.1348* 

0.1778* 

0.7136* 

0.6214 

0.6359 

0.4931 

0.5266 
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Table  9-25 

OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 

ST  ILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  SENIOR  YEAR 
(O-OROPOUTS  1>1N  SCHOOL] 

8Y  10TAL  GROUP  ANO  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS 


RAW  REGRESSION  HEIGHT  STANOAROIZEO  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

B1ACK 

MEXICAN* 
?  RICAN 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

MEXICAN* 
P  RICAN 

-0.0642* 
-0.0654* 

-0.0700* 
-0.0411* 

0.0197 
0.0282* 
0.0246* 
-0.0004 
0.0650* 

0.0258* 

0.0340* 

0.0464* 

0.0043 

0.0616* 

-0.0324 
0.0116 

-0.0667* 
0.0111 
0.0537 

0.0560 
0.0537 
-0.0243 
-0.0345 
0.1060* 

0.0274 
0.0570* 
0.0323* 
-0.0005 
0.0715* 

0.0372* 

0.0680* 

0.0604* 

0.0060 

0.0632* 

-0.0414 
0.0208 

-0.0824* 
0.0123 
0.0680 

0.0641 
0.0829 
-0.0270 
-0.0347 
0.1094* 

0.0082 
0.0081 
0.0087 

0.0046 

0.0103* 

0.0109 

0.0218 
-0.0037 
0.0181 

0.0062 
0.0041 
-0.0386 

0.0234 
0.0303 
0.0142 

0.0136 

0.0371* 

0.0181 

0.0578 
-0.0148 
0.0286 

0.0161 
0.0148 

-0.0062 

-0.0066 

-0.0018 

-0.0003 

-0.0192 

-0.0203 

-0.0054 

-0.0010 

-0.0235 

-0.0123 

-0.0559 

-0.1072* 

-0.0259 

-0.0137 

-0.0627 

-0.0983* 

0.0019 

0.0017 

0.0024 

0.0026 

0.0275 

0.0242 

0.0271 

0.0268 

-0.0032 

-0.0029 

-0.0033 

-0.0025 

-0.0422 

-0.0392 

-0.0328 

-0.0224 

0.0029* 

0.0026* 

0.0051 

0.0010 

0.0802* 

0.0735* 

0.0916 

0.0166 

0.0006 

-0.0001 

0.0015 

0.0103 

0.0082 

-0.0010 

0.0149 

0.0953 

0.0023 

0.0020 

0.0047 

-0.0017 

0.0325 

0.0277 

0.0554 

-0.0183 

-0.0266 
0.0138 

-0.3416* 
0.0011 

-0.0318 
0.0108 

-0.3267* 
0.0030 

0.0009 
0.0287 
-0.3374* 
-0.0062 

0.0276 
0.0212 
-0.4887* 
0.0005 

-0.0179 
0.0181 

-0.2207* 
0.0057 

-0.0234 
0.0149 

-0.2150* 
0.0156 

0.0004 
0.0326 
-0.2099* 
-0.0318 

0.0146 
0.0199 
-0.2833* 
0.0024 

0.0001 
0.0364* 

-0.0010 
0.0383* 

0.0024 
0.0195 

0.0081 
0.0516* 

0.0002 
0.1651* 

-0.0037 
0.1810* 

0.0077 
0.0737 

0.0227 
0.1876* 

0.4309 

0.4427 

0.3792 

0.4617 
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o    Region  -  Whites  in  the  South  region  are  more  likely  to  drop 
out  than  their  counterparts  in  the  non-South.  Conversely, 
Blacks  in  the  South  are  less  likely  to  drop  out  than  their 
counterparts  of  similar  background  and  abilities  in  the 
Northeast,  North  Central  or  West. 

The  only  family  educational  support  variable  that  was  related  to 
dropping  out  was: 

o    Study  aids  in  the  home  -  the  more  study  aids  in  the  home,  the 
less  likely  one  is  to  drop  out  (significant  for  Whites  only). 

Student  school  behavior  and  attitudes  that  were  related  to  dropping 
out  in  approximate  order  of  importance  were: 

o    Disciplinary  problems  -  students  that  cut  classes,  were 
suspended,  had  trouble  with  the  law  were  much  more  likely 
to  drop  out • 

o    Grades  -  students  with  low  grades  were  much  more  likely  to 
drop  out.     Grades  seem  to  be  somewhat  more  important  in  the 
dropping  out  decision  for  Whites  and  Hispanics  as  compared  to 
Blacks • 

The  fact  that  when  one  controls  for  differences  in  ability,  school 
performance,  and  home  educational  support  systems,  Blacks  are  less  likely 
to  drop  out  than  Whites  suggests  the  possibility  that  targeting  procedures 
directed  at  keeping  Blacks  in  school  are  paying  dividends.    The  reason 
Southern  schools  are  having  greater  success  in  keeping  Blacks  in  school 
than  schools  in  other  regions  is  not  clear. 

The  fact  that  students  from  intact  families  were  significantly  more 
likely  to  remain  in  school  further  underscores  the  importance  of  the 
family  characteristics  in  the  schooling  process.    The  more  "changeable" 
family  characteristics  (i.e.,  those  that  make  up  the  constellation  of 
family  educational  support  system)  had  comparatively  little  direct  effect 
on  dropping  out.    As  pointed  out  earlier,  however,  they  do  influence 
those  school  achievement  and  deportment  behaviors  which  in  turn  do  affect 
dropping  out.    That  is,  grades  and  deportment  as  measured  by  disciplinary 
problems  were  the  important  determinants  of  dropping  out  or  staying  in 
school • 

Mathematics  skills  as  measured  by  the  sophomore  test  score  seemed  to 
be  much  more  important  than  the  other  measured  abilities  as  a  prediction 
of  dropping  out.     In  general,  however,  deportment  and  school  performance 
as  measured  by  grades  seem  to  out-shadow  ability  measures  as  determinants 
of  dropping  out • 
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C.    A  VALUE  ADDED  ANALYSIS  OF  THE  RELATIVE  EFFECTS  OF  DIFFERENTIAL  CURRICULUM 
AND  DROPOUT  STATUS  ON  GAINS  IN  ACHIEVEMENT  AND  OTHER  OUTCOMES 

This  analysis  was  carried  out  to  estimate  the  value  added  in  terms  of 
gains  in  achievement  that  might  accrue  from  participation  in  different  cur- 
riculum as  compared  to  dropping  out  early  and  receiving  no  additional  formal 
educational  treatment.    Participation  in  these  different  "educational 
treatments"  might  also  be  expected  to  have  differential  impacts  on  gain 
in  nonacademic  achievement  outcomes  such  as  self-esteem  and  educational 
and  occupational  aspirations.    Thus,  this  value  added  section  investigates 
gains  in  tested  achievement,  self-esteem,  educational  .aspiration  and 
occupational  aspiration.    These  analyses  will  be  done  separately  for  sex 
and  racial/ethnic  groups.     It  would  seem  possible  that  these  differing 
educational  treatments  may  have  a  differential  impact  (i.e.,  interact) 
with  sex  or  ethnic  group  membership. 

All  educational  treatments  (i.e.,  late  dropouts;  different  curriculum 
membership,  etc.)  will  be  contrasted  with  a  base-line  group  of  individuals 
Who  dropped  out  and  report  no  additional  formal  education.  Control 
variables  include  demographics,  school  sector,  family  home  support 
variables,  and  pre-test  scores. 

Gains  in  Vocabulary  as  a  Function  of  Curriculum  and  Dropout  Status 

Table  9-26  presents  the  raw  and  standard  score  regression  coefficients 
for  totals,  sex  and  ethnic  groups,  and  public  and  Catholic  sector  students. 
The  various  dropout  status  codes  were: 

Early  untrained  dropout  -  this  is  the  base-line  group  against  which  all 

other  curriculum  and  dropout  status  groups  are 
contrasted.  Since  it  is  the  base-line  or  com- 
parison group,  it  is  not  shown  in  the  list. 

Trained       -  trained  early  dropout,  i.e.,  received  GED  training  or  academic 
tutoring  (self-report). 

Late  drop    -  dropped  out  after  the  junior  year  or  dropped  out  earlier  but 
reported  receiving  GED  training  or  tutoring. 

General       -  general  curriculum  in  base  year. 

Academic      -  academic  curriculum  in  base  year. 

Vocational  -  vocational  curriculum  in  base  year. 

General  &    -  In  the  Catholic  school  sector  comparison,  the  general  and 
Vocational     vocational  curriculum  were  combined  because  of  too  few 
deta  cases. 


419 


Tiblt  9-26 
omecT  bppicts  op  explanatory  variables  on 

POSTTEST  VOCABULARY 


BY  TOTAL  GROUPi 

ETHNIC 

SUBGROUPS 

•  SCHOOL  TYPEt 

ANO  SEX 

RAN  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 



TOTAL 

WHIT! 

BLACK 

HEX* PR 

PUB 

CATH 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

KEX+PR 

PUB 

CATH 

MALE 

FEMALE 

0.56* 

0.99* 

A  AAA 

A  t7* 

U.  70* 

n  tit 

0.98* 

0.94* 

0.92* 

0.53* 

0.51* 

0.48* 

0.52* 

0.53* 

0.54* 

0.50* 

0.30* 

0.99* 

A  71 

n  47$ 

0  1Q 
V.  47 

0.43* 

0.71* 

0.04* 

0.04* 

0.04 

0.06 

0.04* 

0.03 

0.03* 

0,05* 

mfi  19 

0.08 

0.28 

-0.01 

-0.31 

U.  It 

0.07 

0.00 

-0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.00 

-0.02 

-0.01 

0.00 

o.u 

0.09 

0.39 

0.28 

0.14 

0.20 

0.01 

0.01 

0.03 

0.03 

0.01 

0.02 

o.as* 

0.32* 

0.07 

0.13 

0.23* 

0.40 

0.27* 

0.22 

0.03* 

0.04* 

0.01 

0.02 

0.03* 

0.06 

0.03* 

0.03 

0.29* 

0.20 

0.31 

0.99 

0.27* 

-0.17 

0.39* 

0.12 

0.02* 

0.02 

0.03 

0.05 

0.02* 

-0.01 

0.03* 

0.01 

O.U 

0.19 

0.47 

•0.29 

0.14 

0.33 

0.28* 

0.06 

0.01 

0.01 

0.04 

-0.02 

0.01 

0.02 

0.02* 

0.00 

0.14* 

0.14* 

0.19 

0.12* 

0.19* 

0.28 

0.19* 

0.20* 

0.03* 

0.03* 

0.03 

0.07* 

0.03* 

0.05 

0.03* 

o.ot* 

0,12* 

O.U* 

0.13 

0.17 

0.12* 

?0.04 

0.10 

0.12* 

0.02* 

0.02* 

0.03 

0.04 

0.02* 

-0.01 

0.02 

0.02* 

"0*08 

-0.28 

0.19 

-O.U 

-0.29 

-0.07 

-0.17 

-0.01 

-0.01 

-0.03 

0.02 

-0.01 

-0.03 

-0.01 

-0.02 

0.03 

0.01 

0.02 

0.07 

0.03 

-0.29 

0.00 

0.06 

0.01 

0.00 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

-0.06 

0.00 

o.ot 

0.87* 

0.82* 

0.71 

0.76* 

0.96* 

0.06* 

0.06* 

0.05 

0.05* 

A  A7* 

-0.03 

-0.09 

-0.39 

-0.19 

0.12 

0.00 

0.00 

-0.02 

-o.ot 

0.00 

0.36 

0.99 

O.U 

-0.49 

0.28 

0.48 

0.16 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

-0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

0.00 

0.09 

-O.U 

1.02 

0.10 

0.00 

2.97* 

0.21 

-0.19 

0.00 

-0.01 

0.09 

0.00 

0.00 

0.08* 

o.ot 

-0.01 

0.64* 

0.43* 

1.21* 

1.09* 

0.55* 

0.40 

0.90* 

0.09* 

0.04* 

O.U* 

0.10* 

0.05* 

0.03 

0.07* 

0.87* 

0.69* 

1.47* 

1.00 

0.74* 

2.82* 

0.62* 

l.U* 

0.07* 

0.06* 

0.12* 

0.07 

0.06* 

0.29* 

0.05* 

0.C9* 

0.32 

0.22 

0.72 

0.49 

0.27 

0.06 

0.60* 

0.02 

0.01 

0.06 

0.03 

0.02 

0.00 

0.04* 

2.61* 

0.27* 

0.13* 

0.12* 

O.U* 

0.20* 

0.13* 

0.09* 

0.13* 

0.13* 

O.U* 

O.U* 

O.U* 

0.15* 

O.U* 

0.09* 

O.U* 

0.10* 

0.01 

0.02* 

0.01 

-0.02 

0.01 

0.02 

0.02 

0.01 

0.02 

0.03* 

0.01 

-0.02 

0.02 

0.03 

0.03 

0.02 

0.10* 

0.09* 

0.16* 

0.12* 

O.U* 

0.10* 

0.10* 

0.12* 

0.08* 

0.08* 

0.12* 

0.10* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.08* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0*08* 

O.U* 

0.09 

0.09* 

0.07 

0.06* 

0.12* 

0.08* 

0.06* 

0.09* 

0.08 

0.08* 

0.07 

0.06* 

0.10* 

0.06 

0.10* 

-0.07 

0.01 

0.06 

0.19 

0.02 

O.U* 

0.02 

0.03*  -0.02 

0.00 

0.02 

0.06 

0.01 

0.03* 

0.896 

0.839 

0.8U 

0.811 

0.894 

0.821 

0.850 

0.864 

I 

u 
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Inspection  of  the  total  columns  of  Table  9-26  suggests  that  staying 
in  school  regardless  of  curriculum  program  is  better  than  being  an  early 
untrained  dropout  who  does  not  participate  in  any  out-of-school  GED  or 
tutoring  program  (i.e.,  the  base-line  group).    Although  individuals  in 
the  vocational  curriculum  gain  significantly  more  in  vocabulary  skills 
than  the  base-line  group,  their  gain  is  about  the  same  as  an  early 
dropout  who  pursued  a  GED  or  tutoring.    One  must  be  careful  here  in  the 
sense  that  the  goals  of  the  vocational  curriculum  may  not  include 
vocabulary  improvement.     It  is  encouraging  to  note  that  students  in  the 
academic  curriculum  and,  to  a  somewhat  lesser  extent,  the  general  curriculum 
show  considerable  incremental  gains  over  the  various  dropout  status  and 
students  in  the  vocational  curriculums.    This  is  true  regardless  of  sex  or 
ethnic  group.    There  is  some  indication  that  Blacks  tend  to  lose  more  by 
dropping  out  than  do  Whites,    That  is,  the  differential  between  in-school 
Blacks  (regardless  of  the  curriculum)  and  Black  dropouts  tends  to  be 
greater  than  for  the  other  groups.    Similarly,  females  tend  to  loses  more 
in  terms  of  unrealized  vocabulary  gains  if  they  drop  out  than  do  their 
male  counterparts.    Earlier  discussions  in  the  descriptive  analysis  section 
of  the  unadjusted  gains  pointed  out  the  apparent  greater  debilitating 
effect  of  dropping  out  on  women's  achievement  scores.    Dropouts  from 
Catholic  schools  also  seem  to  suffer  differentially  more  than  their  public 
school  counterparts • 

2«    Gains  in  Reading  as  a  Function  of  Curriculum  and  Dropout  Status 

Table  9-27  presents  the  estimated  differential  gains  in  reading 
scores.  Sirilar  to  the  vocabulary  results,  the  reading  data  suggests  that 
as  far  as  reading  gains  are  concerned,  one  would  appear  to  do  as  well 
dropping  out  and  receiving  GED  or  tutoring  help  as  staying  in  school  and 
remaining  in  the  vocational  program.    The  reading  results  (like  the 
vocabulary  results)  suggest  that  women  in  the  vocational  program  do 
better  with  respect  to  gains  than  do  their  male  counterparts  in  the 
vocational  program.    This  is  probably  because  women  in  the  vocational 
program  are  selecting  different  courses  (e.g.,  secretarial  and  clerical) 
than  their  male  counterparts. 

3*    Gains  in  Mathematics  as  a  Function  of  Curriculum  and  Dropout  Status 

Table  9-28  presents  the  results  of  the  analysis  of  mathematics  gains  by  sex 
and  curriculum  groups.    Not  surprising,  students  in  the  vocational  curriculum 
do  significantly  better  with  respect  to  gains  in  mathematics  skills  when 
compared  to  the  base-line  dropout  group.    They  still  lag  considerably  behind 
their  fellow  students  in  the  general  and  academic  program.    Students  in  the 
vocational  program  tend  to  gain  about  a  third  to  half  as  much  as  those  in  the 
academic  program.    Similarly,  vocational  students  tend  to  gain  between  one-half 
to  two-thirds  as  much  as  the  general  students  in  mathematics.    Within  the 
Catholic  sector,  the  gap  in  gains  in  mathematics  between  the  mixture  of  general 
and  vocational  (mostly  consisting  of  general  curriculum  students)  tends  to  be 
somewhat  less  than  the  general /academic  comparison  in  the  public  sector.  This 
might  be  expected  if  the  general  curriculum  and  the  academic  curriculum  in  the 
Catholic  sector  had  more  overlap  in  mathematical  course  work  than  would  be 
typically  found  in  the  public  sector. 
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Table  9-27 
DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
POSTTEST  READING 
8Y  TOTAL  GROUPt  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS.  SCHOOL  TYPE.  AND  SEX 


RAH  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

NEX+PR 

PUB 

CATH 

0.J6* 

0.36* 

0.34* 

0.30* 

0.36* 

0.38* 

0.57* 

0.53* 

0.48 

0.66 

0.53* 

0.48 

-0.02 

-0.03 

0.14 

0.03 

0.00 

-0.27 

0.26* 

0.26* 

0.32 

0.28 

;.29* 

0.27 

0.04 

0.05 

O.LO 

-O.U 

0.02 

0.02 

-0.10 

-0.15 

0.02 

-0.02 

-0.08 

-0.43 

0.06 

0.03 

0.31 

0.06 

0.06 

-O.OL 

0.09 

0.04 

O.U 

0.50* 

0.08 

-O.OL 

0.1L* 

0.12* 

0.05 

0.03 

O.LO* 

0.13 

-0.09 

-0.10 

-0.06 

-O.U 

-O.U 

0.33 

-0.01 

-0.01 

-0.07 

0.00 

-O.OL 

-0.L2 

-0.03 

-0.05 

-O.LL 

-0.06 

-0.06 

-0.45 

0.26  0.09  0.35 
-0.08  -0.09  -0.07 
0.28  0.22  0.52 
0.52*  0.47*  0.82 
0.L7     O.LL  0.26 


L.20 
-0.42 
0.43 
0.04 
0.36 


0.23 
-0.L5 
0.24 
0.45* 
0.L6 


0.20* 
0.05* 
0.L3* 
0.09* 
O.LO* 


0.20* 
0.05* 
0.12* 
0.09* 
0.L2* 


0.19* 

0.04 

0.13* 

O.LO* 

0.03 


0.21* 

0.03 

0.L7* 

0.L2* 

0.04 


0.L9* 
0.05* 
0.13* 
0.09* 
O.LO* 


L.88 

L.45 

L.25 

0.L8* 

0.04 

O.LI* 

0.10* 

0.2L 


HALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

0.35* 

0.36* 

0.33* 

0.52* 

0.6L* 

0.04* 

-0.09 

0.05 

0.00 

0.03* 

O.OL 

0.06 

O.OL 

-0.08 

-0.L2 

-O.OL 

0.19 

-0.06 

O.OL 

0.04 

0.14* 

0.02 

0.L3 

0.07 

0.02* 

-0.L2 

-0.07 

-O.OL 

-O.OL 

-O.OL 

0.00 

-0.02 

-0.03 

0.00 

-0.L5 

0.04 

0.00 

-0.10 

0.67 

0.01 

0.06 

-0.27 

0.00 

0.L9 

0.38 

0.03 

0.44 

0.62* 

0.05* 

0.06 

0.30 

O.OL 

0.2L* 

0.L9* 

0.20* 

0.05* 

0.05* 

O.LO* 

0.L3* 

0.13* 

O.LL* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.08 

0.L2* 

0.03* 

0.04* 
-0.01 
0.03* 
O.OL 
-O.OL 
0.00 
O.OL 
0.03* 
-0.01 
0.00 


0.00 

0.00 

0.02 

0.04* 

O.OL 


0.20* 
O.LO* 
O.LO* 
0.09* 
0.04* 


0.05 
0.02 
0.04 
0.02 
0.00 
0.03 
0.03 
0.02 
-O.OL 
-0.03 


0.02 
0.00 
0.06 
0.08 
0.03 


0.06 
0.00 
0.03 

-0.02 
0.00 
O.OL 
0.L3* 
O.OL 

-0.02 
0.00 


0.05 
-0.02 
0.05 
0.00 
0.03 


0.20* 

0.07 

0*12* 

O.LL* 

O.OL 


0.2L* 

0.06 

0.L5* 

0.13* 

O.OL 


PUR 

CATH 
i«hi  n 

MAL  F 

PPMAI  F 
"CHAL C 

0.34* 

0.  36* 

0.33* 

0.04* 

0.04 

0.04* 

0.05* 

0.00 

-0.02 

-O.OL 

0.00 

0.03* 

0.03 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

•O.OL 

-0.03 

-O.OL 

-O.OL 

O.OL 

0.00 

0.02 

-O.OL 

0.02 

0.00 

O.OL 

0.03* 

0.02* 

0.03 

0.03 

0.02 

-O.OL 

0.04 

-O.OL 

-O.OL 

0.00 

-0.03 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

-O.OL 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

-0.02 

-0.01 

0.00 

O.OL 

0.00 

0.02 

-O.OL 

0.06 

0.00 

-0.01 

0.02 

0.0? 

0.04 

0.04* 

0.15 

0.04 

0.06* 

0.01 

0.00 

0.02 

0.L3 

0.20* 

0.18* 

0.21  > 

0.20* 

O.LO* 

0.08 

O.LO* 

0.10* 

0.L2* 

0.09* 

O.U* 

O.U* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.03* 

0.07 

0.03 

0.04* 

I 

ho 
I 


:  R     0.806    0.790    0.768    0.772    0.804    0.774    0.801  0.812 


U.ES  WHOSE  ASSOCIATED  RAM  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAS  T  FOUR  TIMES  THEIR  STANDARD  ERRORS 
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laDie 

OIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
POSTTEST  MATHEMATICS 
BY  TOTAL  GROUPf  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS*  SCHOOL  TYPE  #  ANO  SEX 


RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEX+PR 

PUB 

CATH 

m 

0.66* 

0.66* 

0.64* 

0.57* 

0.66* 

0.66* 

A 

0.29 

0.20 

0.35 

0.93 

0.23 

0.37 

0.16 

0.11 

0.23 

0.30 

0.14 

0.07 

1.16* 

1.23* 

0.93* 

0.47 

1.16* 

1.55* 

0.44* 

0.44* 

0.37 

0.55 

0.45* 

0.37 

i 

0.47* 

0.57* 

0.21 

-0.06 

0.52* 

-0.22 

;p 

0.50* 

0.52* 

0.76 

0.03 

0.47* 

-0.52 

0.54* 

0.58* 

0.21 

0.61* 

0.52* 

0.77* 

fL 

0.10 

0.13 

-0.04 

0.06 

0.10 

-0.06 

.E 

-0.16 

-0.17 

-0.02 

0.02 

-0.13 

0.01 

[D 

-0.03 

-0.01 

-0.07 

-0.08 

-0.06 

0.09 

MALE  FEMALE  TOTAL  WHITE  BLACK  MEX*PR  PUB  CATH  MALE  FEMALE 
0.66*    0.66*         0.60*    0.60*    0.54*    0.49*    0.60*    0.60*    0.60*  0.59* 


0.57* 
-0.39 

•0.02 
0.17 
1.22* 
2.50* 
0.69* 


0.08* 
0.06* 
0.17* 
0.10* 
0.59* 


0.51 
-0.41 

0.38    -0.67    -0.54  -0.02 
0.17    -0.11     0.01  0.01 
1.13*    1.13      1.79*  1.07* 
2.42*    2*35*    2.45*  2.34* 
0.50     0.76      1.34  0.63 


0.06* 

0.04 

0.16* 

0.09* 

0.64* 


0.09 

0.09 

0.18* 

0.14* 

0.55* 


0.02 

0.22* 

0.25* 

0.13 

0.24 


0.31 
0.12 

0.56* 
0.58* 
0.64* 
0.52* 
0.05 
-0.13 
-0.08 

1.40  0.72 
0.13  -0.52 


0.28 
0.21 

0.29 
0.37 
0.37 
0.56* 
0.15 
-0.18 
0.03 

0.38 
-0.21 


0.07* 
0.06* 
0.18* 
0.11* 
0.58* 


5.04* 

3.98* 

3.23* 

0.06 
0.05 
0.12 
0.05 
0.94* 


-0.05  -0.04 
0.27  -0.02 
1.21*  1.20* 
2.56*  2.42* 
0.65  0.69 


0.09* 

0.07 

0.14* 

0.09* 

0.59* 


0.07* 

0.04 

0.20* 

0.12* 

0.59* 


0.01 
0.01 
0.05* 
0.03* 
0.02* 
0.02* 
0.05* 
0.01 
-0.01 
0.00 

0.02* 
-0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.05* 

0.11* 

0.02* 


0.04* 
0.02* 
0.07* 
0.05V 
0.09* 


0.01 
0.00 
0.06* 
0.03* 
0.02* 
0.02* 
0.06* 
0.01 
-0.01 
0.00 


02 

01 

06* 

03 

01 

04 

03 

01 

00 

01 


0.00 

0.00 

0.05* 

0.11* 

0.02 


0.04* 

0.02 

0.07* 

0.04* 

0.10* 


-0.02 
0.00 
0.06 
0.12* 
0.04 


0.04 

0.04 

0.08* 

0.08* 

0.10* 


0.04 
0.02 
0.03 
0.04 
0.00 
0.00 
0.08* 
0.01 
0.00 
-0.02 


-0.01 
0.00 
0.10* 
0.11* 
0.06 


0.01 

0.10* 

0.12* 

0.07 

0.04 


0.01 
0.01 
0.05* 
0.03* 
0.02* 
0.02* 
0.05* 
0.01 
-0.01 
-0.01 

0.02 
-0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.05* 

0.10* 

0.02 


0.03* 
0.03* 
0.08* 
0.05* 
0.09* 


0.01 
0.00 
0.08* 
0.*3 
-0,01 
-0.02 
0.07* 
-0.01 
0.00 
0.01 

0.04 
0.00 


0.07* 

0.20* 

0.16* 

0.03 
0.02 
0.05 
0.02 
0.15* 


0, 
0. 

0, 
0. 
0. 
0, 
0. 

-0. 

-0. 


01 

00 

04* 

02* 

03* 

05* 

00 

01 

01 


0.02 
-0.01 

0.00 

0.01 

0.05* 

0.10* 

0.02 


0.04* 

0.03 

0.06* 

0.04* 

0.08* 


0.01 
O.Ot 

0.02 
0.02 
0.02 
0.05* 
0.02 
-0.01 
0.00 

0.01 
0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.06* 

0.11* 

0.02 


0.04* 

0.02 

0.08* 

0.05* 

0.09* 


I 

I 


R     0.878    0.870    0.824    0.814    0.876    0.857    0.874  0.883 


BLES  WHOSE  ASSOCIATED  RAW  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAS  T  FOUR  TIMES  THEIR  STANDARD  ERRORS 


425 


426 


ERLC 


-374- 


4.    Gains  in  Science  as  a  Function  of  Curriculum  and  Dropout  Status 

Table  9-29  presents  the  analyses  of  gains  in  science  scores.  Table 
9-29  results  suggest  that  the  science  test  is  less  sensitive  to  curriculum 
differences.    This  is,  of  course,  consistent  with  earlier  conclusions  in 
the  descriptive  section  of  this  report. 

5«    Gains  in  Writing  Skills  as  a  Function  of  Curriculum  and  Dropout  Status 

Table  9-30  presents  the  analysis  of  gains  in  writing  skills.  Like 
the  science  test  results,  the  estimated  gains  in  writing  skills  also  seem 
to  be  less  sensitive  to  the  curriculum  groupings  as  compared  to  the  other 
achievement  areas.    Similar  to  the  results  found  in  the  other  non- 
quantitative  areas,  females  in  the  vocational  program  show  considerably 
larger  gains  relative  to  their  baseline  group  than  do  males. 

The  contrast  between  the  baseline  group  of  early  dropouts  and  early 
dropouts  with  special  training  combined  with  late  dropouts  tended  to  be 
somewhat  unstable  across  groups  and  achievement  areas. 

A  general  summary  table  was  formed  which  combined  late  dropouts  with 
trained  dropouts.    This  table  presents  the  average  standardized  adjusted 
gains  (i.e.,  in  pre-test  standard  deviation  units)  across  tested  achievement 
areas  by  the  various  curriculum  subclassif ications . 


Mean  Achievement  Gains  by  School  Status  and  Subgroups 

Subgroups 


Total 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Pub. 

Cath. 

Male 

Female 

Status 

Late  Drop/ and/ 
or  Trained 

.01 

.02 

-.01 

-.06 

.00 

.42 

.03 

-.03 

Vocational 
Stayer 

.08 

.07 

.10 

.11 

.07 

.04 

.12 

General  Stayer 

.12 

.11 

.18 

.16 

.11 

.31 

.08 

.16 

Academic  Stayer 

.16 

.16 

.25 

.16 

.15 

.36 

.13 

.21 

The  Table  summary  clearly  shows  the  advantage  that  general  and 
academic  students  have  over  vocational  students  with  respect  to  average 
gains  across  all  measured  areas.    The  table  also  points  out  the  fact  that 
females  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  Blacks  are  proportionately  bigger  losers 
when  they  drop  out  of  school. 
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Table  9-29 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
POSTTEST  SCIENCE 
BY  TOTAL  GROUP,  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS*  SCHOOL  TYPEi  ANO  SEX 


RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 
TOTAL    WHITE    SLACK    HEX+PR    PUB       CATH     HALE  FEMALE 
0.43*    0.42*    0.45*    0.47*    0.43*    0.39*    0.42*  0.43* 


STANOAROIZEO  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


0.39* 
0.00 
0.93* 
0.11 
0.27* 
-0.04 

o.u* 

0.08* 
-0.05 
0.03 

1.07* 
0.56* 

0.02 
-O.U 
0.51* 
0.49* 
0.39* 


0.38* 
-0.02 
0.90* 
0.13 
0.21* 
-0.03 


0.12*  -0. 


0.08 
-0.05 
0.05 


0. 
-0, 

0. 


31 

02 

82* 

00 

51* 

15 

01 

05 

05 

03 


0.45  -1.16 
-0.10  -0.24 
0.56*  0.31 
0.54*  0.34 
0.48*  -0.01 


0.10* 

O.U* 

0.06* 

0.01 

0.04 


0.10* 

O.U* 

0.06* 

0.00 

0.05 


O.U* 

O.U* 

0.07* 

0.04 

0.00 


0.18 

0.12 

1.35* 

0.27 

0.54 

-O.U 
0*18 
0.13 
0.20 

-0.05 


0.20 
-0.69 
0.27 
0.13 
0.26 


0.12* 

O.U 

0.02 

0.08 

0.00 


37* 

02 

94* 

10 

31* 

07 

10* 

08 

04 

04 


-0.09 
-0.09 
0.66* 
0.32 
-0.03 
-0.16 
0.20 
0.09 
0.13 
-0.03 


,47* 
,11 

,17 
,25 

.06 
.06 
,05 
,04 
,06 


0.32* 
0.09 

0.02 
0.28* 

-0.13 
0.16* 
O.U* 

-0.05 
0.01 


1.02*  1.12*  1.08*  1.08* 
0.56*    0.33     0.75*  0.38 


-0.01 
-0.27 
0.44* 
0.41* 
0.31 


0.77 
0.96 
0.90 


0.10*  O.U* 
0.12*  0.09* 
0.06*  0.07* 
0.01  -0.01 
0.04  0.02 


0.09 
0.18 
0.42 
0.31 
0.42 


O.U* 
O.U* 
0.06* 
0.02 
•0.02 


-0.03 
-0.53 
0.62* 
0.67* 
0.38 


0.09* 

O.U* 

0.05* 

0.01 

O.U* 


TOTAL  WHITE  BLACK  MEX+PR  PUS 
0.42*    0.41*    0.43*  0.44* 


0.03* 
0.00 
0.10* 
0.02 
0.03* 
0.00 
0.02* 
0.02* 
-0.01 
0.01 

0.09* 
0.03* 


0.00  0.01 
-0.01  -0.01 
0.05*  0.06* 
0.05*  0.06* 
0.03*  0.04* 


0.03* 
0.00 
0.10* 
0.02 
0.02* 
0.00 
0.03* 
0.02 
-0.01 
0.01 


0.12* 

O.U* 

0.12* 

0.01 

0.01 


0.03 

0.00 

0,10* 

0.00 

0.06* 

-0.02 
0.00 
0.02 

-0.01 
0.01 


-0.06 
-0.02 
0.04 
0.04 
0.00 


0.02 
0.01 
0.16* 
0.04 

-0.01 
0.05 
0.04 
0.03 

-0.02 


0.01 
-0.04 
0.03 
0.01 
0.02 


0.12* 

0.12* 

0.13* 

0.00 

0.02 


0.12* 

0.10* 

0.12* 

0.04 

0.00 


0.12* 

0.09 

0.04 

0.08 

0.00 


PUS 

CATH 

HALE 

FEMALE 

0.42* 

0.39* 

0.42* 

0.42* 

0.03* 

-0.01 

0.04* 

0.03* 

0.00 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.01 

0.10* 

0.08* 

0.01 

0.06 

0.03 

0.00 

0.03* 

0.00 

0.02 

0.03* 

0.01 

-0.01 

0.01 

-0.01 

0.02* 

0.04 

0.01 

0.04* 

0.02 

0.02 

0.01 

0.03* 

0.01 

0.02 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.01 

-0.01 

0.02 

0.00 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.09* 

0.10* 

0.03* 

0.02 

0.04* 

0.0? 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.03 

0.01 

-0.03 

0.05* 

0.04 

0.07* 

0.04* 

0.12 

0.03 

0.07* 

0.03 

0.03 

0.03 

O.U 

0.12* 

0.14* 

0.13* 

O.U* 

0.12* 

O.U* 

O.U* 

0.12* 

0.12* 

0.17* 

0.13* 

O.U* 

0.01 

-0.02 

0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

-0.01 

0.04* 

I 

u 

Ul 

I 


0.815    0.7ttO    0.776    0.766    0.817    0.766    0.803  0.820 


ILES  WHOSE  ASSOCIATED  RAW  WEIGHTS  ARE  AT  LEAS  T  FOUR  T1M&S  THEIR  STANDARD  ERRORS 
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Table  9-30 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
POSTTEST  WRITING 
BY  TOTAL  GROUPi  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS*  SCHOOL  TYPE.  ANO  SEX 


RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL  WHITE  BLACK  MEX*PR  PUS  CATH  MALE  FEMALE 
0.37*    0.36*    0.40*    0.28*    0.37*    0.32*    0.34*  0.38* 


STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL    WHITE    BLACK    MEX+PR    PUB       CATH     MALE  FEMALE 
0.37*    0.37*    0.38*    0.28*    0.37*    0.35*    0.34*  0.39* 


0.50*  0.49* 
0.09  -O.Oi 
-1.48*  -1.54* 


-0.13 
0.01 
0.08 
0.20* 
0.05 

-0.14 
0.13* 

0.66* 
0.40 

0.23 

0.12 

0.87* 

0.95* 

0.69* 


0.12* 
0.08* 
0.07* 
0.04* 
0.18* 


-0.08 
0.02 
0.06 
O.LB* 
0.02 

-0.07 
0.12* 


0.31 
0.11 

-1.27* 
0.02 

-0.18 
0.16 
0.23 
0.07 

-0.32 
0.09 


0.58  -0.08 
0.27  -0.17 
0.33*  1.07 
0.88*  1.29* 
0.64*  0.83 


0.12* 

0.07* 

0.07* 

0.04 

0.21* 


0.46 
0.65 
•1.59* 
-0.16 
0.26 
0.23 
0.46* 
0.05 
-0.27 
0.08 


-0.56 
-1.14 
J.65 
0.87 
0.50 


0.08 

0.14* 

0.07* 

0.09 

0.14 


46*  0.11 
09  -0.19 
49*  -1.30* 


15 

04 

04 

20* 

06 

15 

,U* 


0.06 
-0.15 
-0.20 

0.21 
-0.12 

0.17 

0.08 


0.61*  0.83 
0.39  -0.05 


0.16* 

0.13* 

0.07* 

0.09 

0.11 


0.24 

0.06 

0.89* 

0.92* 

0.72* 


0.11* 
0.09* 
0.07* 
0.05* 
0.19* 


1.22 

0.45 

0.15 

0.09* 
0.07 
0.07* 
-0.01 
0.20 


0.41* 
0.07 

-0.06 
-0.05 
0.25' 
0.18* 
0.00 
-0.05 
0.11 

0.38 
0.37 

0.28 
0.28 
0.49 
0.60 
0.11 


0.54* 

0.04* 

0.04* 

0.03 

0.04 

0.04* 

0.01 

0.03* 

0.05* 

0.11 

0.01 

0.00 

0.01 

0.06 

0.01 

-0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

-0.15* 

-0.16* 

-0.13* 

-0.17* 

-0.15* 

-0.16* 

-0.18 

-0.02 

-0.01 

0.00 

-0.02 

-0.02 

0.01 

-0.01 

-0.03 

0.09 

0.00 

0.00 

-0.02 

0.03 

0.00 

-0.01 

0.00 

0.01 

-0.11 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.00 

-0.02 

0.02 

-0.01 

0.20* 

0.04* 

0.04* 

0.05 

0.11* 

0.04* 

0.05 

0.04* 

0.04* 

0.10 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

-0.03 

0.00 

0.03 

-0.23* 

-0.02 

-0.01 

-0.04 

-0.03 

-0.02 

0.02 

-0.01 

-0.03* 

0.13* 

0.03* 

0.03* 

0.03 

0.02 

0.03* 

0.02 

0.03 

0.04* 

0.98* 

0.05* 

0.05* 

0.06 

0.03 

0.08* 

0.51 

0.02 

0.02 

0.00 

0.02 

0.02 

0.13* 
0.10* 
0.08* 
0.05* 
0.19* 


0.12 
-0.23 
1.25* 
1.34* 
1.28* 


0.10* 

0.06* 

0.06* 

0.03 

0.18* 


0.01 

0.01 

0.08* 

0.09* 

0.05* 


0.12* 
0.08* 
0.13* 
0.04* 
0.06* 


0.02 

0.01 

0.08* 

0.09* 

0.05* 


0.12* 

0.07* 

0.14* 

0.03 

0.07* 


0.00 
•0.01 
0.10 
0.11* 
0.07 


0.08 

0.11* 

0.10* 

0.07 

0.04 


-0.02 
■0.06 
0.07 
0.07 
0.04 


0.15* 
0.11* 
0.11* 

0*07 
0.04 


0.01 

0.00 

0.08* 

0.08* 

0.05* 


0.04 


0.06 


0.02 


0.12*    0. 11* 
0.08*  0.08 
0.13*  0.16* 
0.05*  -0.01 

0.06*  o.oa 


0.01 
0.01 
0.05 
0.05 
0.01 


0.13* 
0.09* 
0.16* 
0.05* 
0.0** 


0.00 
-0.01 
0.13* 
0.14* 
0.10* 


0.12* 

0.07* 

0.11* 

0.03 

0.06* 


1 

w 

I 


R     0.796    0.780    0.753    0.754    0.795    0.734    0.777  0.796 
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6*     Gains  in  Educational  and  Occupational  Aspirations 

Table  9-31  presents  the  results  of  the  analysis  of  gains  in  educa- 
tional aspirations  from  the  sophomore  to  senior  years.     Inspection  of  the 
significant  regression  weights  suggests  that  Blacks  were  much  more  likely 
to  adjust  their  educational  aspirations  upward  than  were  Whites  or 
Hispanics.    Base  year  SES,  mothers'  aspirations  for  the  child's  education, 
parental  role,  and  non-school-related  learning  all  had  positive  effects 
on  the  upward  adjustment  of  the  students'  educational  aspirations.  Being 
in  the  academic  or  general  curriculum  (as  opposed  to  dropping  out)  was 
also  positively  and  significantly  related  to  positi/e,  changes  in  educational 
aspirations.     It  is  also  interesting  to  note  that  among  the  tested 
sophomore  skills  only  mathematics  and  writing  were  related  to  gains  in 
educational  aspirations  • 

Table  9-32  presents  the  results  of  the  analysis  of  gains  in  occupa- 
tional aspirations  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  years. 

Table  9-32  indicates  that  the  significant  demographic  variables  that 
are  related  to  upward  changes  in  occupational  aspirations  are: 

o    Blacks  -  Blacks  are  more  likely  to  shift  their  occupational 
aspirations  upward  than  are  Whites, 

o    Females  -  females  are  more  likely  to  shift  their  occupational 
aspirations  upward  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  years  than 
are  males* 

o    Community  type  -  males  from  urban  and  suburban  communities  are  much 
more  likely  than  females  from  similar  communities  to  shift  their 
occupational  aspirations  upward. 

o    SES  -  higher  SES  individuals  were  more  likely  to  shift  their 
occupational  aspirations  upward  (with  the  exception  of  Blacks), 

The  only  family  educational  support  variable  that  was  consistent 
(across  all  subgroups)  related  to  upward  shifts  in  occupational  aspirations 
was  mother's  educational  aspirations  for  her  child. 

When  in-school  students  are  compared  with  early  dropouts,  all  cur- 
riculum groups  were  more  likely  to  shift  aspirations  upward  than  were  the 
dropouts.    The  greater  gains  being  among  the  academic  students  followed 
by  the  general  and  finally  the  vocational  st^ents.    However,  in-school 
Catholic  school  students  are  no  more  likely  to  shift  their  aspirations 
upward  than  are  their  dropout  counterparts.    There  is  also  a  less  strong 
relationship  for  females  between  staying  in  school  versus  dropping  out 
and  gains  in  occupational  aspirations.     It  is  possible  that  the  females 
are  more  likely  than  males  to  lock  into  their  career  goals  early  in 
life  • 
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Table  9-31 

DIRECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
FOLLOWUP  EOUCAT 10NAL  ASPIRATIONS 
BY  TOTAL  GROUPi  ETHNIC  SUBGROUPS,  SCHOOL  TYPEt  ANO  SEX 


RAM  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


STANDARDIZED  REGRESSION  HEIGHT 


TOTAL    WHITE    BLACK   HEX*PR   PUB  CATH 


0.31*  0.33* 
0.00  0.00 
0.01*  0.01* 


0.23* 

0.01 

0.00 


0.23* 

0.02 

0.02 


0.31* 

0.01 

0.01* 


0.36* 

0.03 

0.00 


-0.03 

-0.06 

0.09 

-0.06 

-0.02 

-0.03 

0.02 

0.05 

-0.16* 

-0.11 

0.01 

0.09 

0.1B* 

0.1B* 

0*15* 

0.09 

0.17* 

0.13* 

-0.01 

-0.02 

0.09 

0.00 

-0*01 

-0.07 

O.OB* 

0.06* 

0.11 

0.10 

0.07* 

0.02 

0.10* 

0.10* 

O.OB* 

0.1** 

0.10* 

0.06 

0.05* 

0.05* 

0.05 

0.05 

0.05* 

0.05 

0.09* 

0.04 

0.09 

0.09 

0.07* 

-0*06 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.01 

0.00 

-0.01 

0.05 

-0.31* 

-0.B2* 

-0.37* 

-0.2** 

-0.26* 

-0.21 

0.30* 
-0.05 
0.01 


0.19* 
0.00 
0.09* 
0.11* 
0.04* 
0.05 
-0.01 


FEMALE 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

MEXtPR 

PUB 

CATH 

HALE 

FEMALE 

0.32* 

0.32* 

0.34* 

0.25* 

0.24* 

0.32* 

0.37* 

0.30* 

0.33* 

0.06 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.00 

0.01 

-0.02 

0.02 

0.01* 

0.04* 

0.04* 

-0.01 

0.08 

0.04* 

-0.01 

0.04 

0.05* 

-0.02 

-0.01 

-0.02 

0.04 

-0.03 

-0.01 

-0.01 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

-0.08*  -0.05 

0.00 

0.05 

0.16* 

0.12* 

0.12* 

0.10* 

0.06 

0.11* 

0.09* 

0.13* 

0.11* 

-0.02 

0.00 

-0.01 

0.04 

0.00 

0.00 

-0.03 

0.00 

-0.0 1 

0.06 

0.03* 

0.03* 

0.05 

0.04 

0.03* 

0.01 

0.04* 

0.03 

0.09* 

0.10* 

0.09* 

0.08* 

0.15* 

0.10* 

0.05 

0.11* 

0.08* 

0.05* 

0.05* 

0.05* 

0.06 

0.06 

0.05* 

0.05 

0.04* 

0.06* 

0.06* 

0.03* 

0.02 

0.05 

0.05 

0.04* 

-0.04 

0.03 

0.03* 

0.00 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.01 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.05 

-0.02 

0.00 

-0.23*  -0.25* 


0.13 
-0.13* 
0.13* 
0.27* 
0.01 


0.01 

0.01* 

0.00 

0*01* 

0.07* 


0.06 
-0.19* 
0.07 
0.20* 
-0.06 


0.00 

0.01* 

0.00 

0.01* 

0.07* 


0.25 

0.10 

0.35* 

0.51* 

0.26 


0.01 
0.00 
0.01 
0.02 
0.06* 


0.57* 

0.08 

0.39* 

0.51* 

0.29* 


0.00 
0.00 
0.02 
0.02 
0.10* 


0.14 
•0.12 
0.14* 
0.27* 
0.02 


0.07 

-1.01*  -0.15 
0.08 

O.U  0.25* 
-0.01 

-0.01 


0.00 

0.01* 

0.01 

0.01* 

0.07* 


0.02 
0.00 
0.00 
0.01 
O.OB* 


0.00 

0.01* 

0.01 

0.01* 

0.08* 


0.22 
-0.10 
0.18* 
0.29* 
0.03 


0.01 

0.01* 

0.01 

0.01 

0.05* 


-0.05* 

0.02  0.01 
-0.C3*  -0.04* 
0.06*  0.03 


•0.12* 
-0.06* 


-O.U* 
-0.05 


0.12* 
0.00 


0.09* 
-0.02 


0.02 

0.07* 

0.02 

0.05* 

0.10* 


0.02 

0.08* 

0.01 

0.04* 

0.10* 


0.05 

0.03 

0.16* 

0.21* 

O.U 


0.05 
0.01 
0.C5 
0.07 
0.09* 


0.10* 

0.02 

0.18* 

0.19* 

O.U* 


0.00 
-O.OL 
0.08 
0.10 
0.15* 


0.02 

•0.03  -0.14* 
0.06* 

0.11*  0.05 
0.01 

-0.01 


0.02 

0.08* 

0.03 

0.04* 

0.10* 


0.08 
0.04 
0.00 
0.05 
0.13* 


-0.08* 
-0.05* 

0.01 
-0.04 
0.03 
O.U* 
0.00 


0.02 

0.07* 

0.02 

0.06* 

0.13* 


-0.15* 
-0.05* 

0.03 
-0.02 
0.08* 
0.13* 
O.OL 


0.03 

0.06* 

0.02 

0.03 

0.07* 


I 

w 

oo 
I 


E  R     0.717   0.730    0.627    0.704    0.710    0.695    0.725  0.710 
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Table  9-32 
01RECT  EFFECTS  OF  EXPLANATORY  VARIABLES  ON 
FULLOWUP  OCCUPATIONAL  ASPIRATIONS 
8r  TOTAL  GROUP*  ETHNIC  SUSGROUPSt  SCHOOL  TYPEt  ANO  SEX 


RAW  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


TOTAL 

WHITE 

SLACK 

MEX*PR 

B 

0.25* 

0.25* 

0.19* 

0.27* 

8 

0.12 

0.06 

0.22 

0.65 

0.04* 

0.04* 

0.00 

0.07 

-0.L9 

-0.23 

0.04 

-0.52 

-0.67* 

-0.64* 

-0.62* 

-1.15* 

0.20* 

0.24* 

-0.14 

0.31 

0.06 

0.02 

0.17 

0.14 

0.25* 

0.22* 

0.38 

0.32 

P 

0.34* 

0.35* 

0.34* 

0.17 

L 

0.06 

0.06 

0.05 

0.12 

E 

0.04 

-0.01 

0.18 

0.29 

0 

0.02 

0.02 

0.13 

-0.17 

STANOARDIZEO  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 


-0.78* 
-0.35 

0.03 

0.19 

0.49* 

0.82* 

0.24 


PUB 

CATH 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

WHITE 

BLACK 

MEXfrPR 

PUB 

CATH 

MALE 

FEMALE 

0.24* 

0.25* 

0.28* 

0.20* 

0.26* 

0.27* 

0.20* 

0.28* 

0.26* 

0.29* 

0.29* 

0.22* 

0.12 

0.00 

0.06 

0.22 

0.01 

0.01 

0.03 

0.08 

0.02 

0.00 

0.01 

0.03 

0.04* 

0.00 

0.05* 

0.03 

0.06* 

0.07* 

0.00 

0.09 

0.06* 

0.00 

0.08* 

0.06 

-0.18 

-0.39 

-0.19 

-0.13 

-0.02 

-0.03 

0.01 

-0.07 

-0.02 

-0.05 

-0.02 

-0.02 

-0.71* 

-0.15 

-O.ll* 

-0.10* 

-0.10*  -0.18* 

-O.ll* 

-0.03 

0.18* 

0.38* 

0.25* 

0.15 

0.05* 

0.05* 

-0.03 

0.06 

0.04* 

0.10* 

0.05* 

0.04 

0.02 

0.14 

0.10 

-0.06 

0.01 

0.00 

0.03 

0.02 

0.00 

0.02 

0.01 

-0.01 

0.25* 

0.07 

0.39* 

0.03 

0.04* 

0.03* 

0.05 

0.04 

0,04* 

0.01 

0.06* 

0.01 

0.35* 

0.22 

0.34* 

0.29* 

0.11* 

0.11* 

0.12* 

0.06 

0.11* 

0.08 

0.11* 

0.10* 

0.07 

0.01 

0.07 

0.09 

0.02 

0.02 

0.02 

0.04 

0.03 

0.00 

0.02 

0.04 

0.03 

0.26 

0.13 

-0.08 

0.01 

0.00 

0.04 

0.05 

0.00 

0.06 

0.02 

-0.02 

0.02 

-0.16 

-0.01 

0.05 

0.01 

0.01 

0.07 

-0.08 

0.01 

-0.07 

-0.01 

0.02 

-0.79* 

-0.61 

-0.91* 

-0.50* 

-0.10* 

-0.10* 

-0.08 

-0.11* 

-0.07* 

-0.36 

-0.21 

-0.63* 

0.00 

-0.02 

-0.03 

-0.02 

-0.04* 

0.00 

-0.30 
0.14 
0.45* 
0.82* 
0.19 


0.88 

0.71 

1.02* 

1.09* 

0.84 


0.32 
0.19 
0.42 
0.73 
0.03 


0.09 

0.24 

0.52* 

0.87* 

0.30 


-0.65 


-0.08 


0.04 

0.31 

0.73* 

1.09* 

0.33 


-0.22 


0.10 

0.02 

0.20 

0.56* 

0.16 


0.00 

0.01 

0.08* 

0.12* 

0.03 


-0.01 
0.01 
0.07* 
0.12* 
0.02 


0.06 

0.07 

0.16* 

0.16* 

0.12 


0.01 

0.01 

0.05 

-0.06 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.03* 

0.03* 

0.02 

0.03 

0.03* 

0.02 

0.03* 

0.03* 

0.08* 

0.08* 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.02 

-0.01 

0.00 

0.04 

-0.02 

0.01 

-0.01 

-0.01 

0.02 

0.02 

0.02 

0.05 

0.02 

0.00 

0.04* 

-0.02 

0.04 

0.03 

0.12* 

0.14* 

0.00 

0.13 

0.12* 

0.15 

0.15* 

0.07 

0.06* 

0.07* 

0.575 

0.592 

0.468 

0.573 

0.571 

0.519 

0.621 

0.450 

0.06 
0.05 
0.03 
0.04 
0.00 


0.02 
0.01 
0.06 
0.09 
0.00 


-0.07 
0.07 

-0.01 
0.08 
0.06 


0.00 

0.02 

0.08* 

0.12* 

0.04 


0.01 
0.08* 
-0.01 
0.04 
0.06* 


-0.04 

-0.02 

-0.04 

0.04 
0.07 
0.06 
0.00 
0.09 


0.00 

0.02 

0.11* 

0.15* 

0.04 


0.00 

0.00 

0.04 

0.10* 

0.02 


0.01  0.02 
0.08*  0.09* 
-0.02  0.02 
0.07*  -0.04 
0.07*  0.04 


! 

I 
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Chapter  10 


A  FURTHER  ANALYSIS  OF  THE  EFFECTS  OF  DROPPING 
OUT  ON  ACHIEVEMENT  GAINS 

A.  INTRODUCTION 

The  following  analysis  of  data  from  the  High  School  and  Beyond 
sample  (Jones,  et  al . ,  1983)  attempts  to  estimate  the  effect  that 
dropping  out  of  high  school  has  on  the  subsequent  academic  achievement 
of  students  in  the  United  States  who  typically  drop  out.  Unlike 
Chapter  9  this  analysis  is  devoted  entirely  to  contrasting  the  tested 
achievement  gains  of  those  who  stayed  in  school  with  those  who  dropped 
out.    This  chapter  used  somewhat  different  methodology  in  contrasting 
the  gains  of  dropouts  with  school  stayers.     In  Chapter  9,  analysis 
of  covariance  was  used  to  control  for  pre-existing  differences  between 
school  stayers  and  dropouts.    The  analysis  carried  out  here  uses 
both  matching  and  covariance  procedures  in  estimating  the  differential 
achievement  gains.     There  are,  of  course,  tradeoffs  in  using  one  or  the 
other  of  these  two  procedures.    The  present  analysis  must  work  with  a 
smaller  sample  size  because  of  the  nature  of  che  matching  procedure. 
While  the  statistical  matching  in  Chapter  9  uses  a  larger  sample  size 
and,  as  a  result,  may  be  used  to  investigate  the  impact  of  dropping 
out  on  subgroups,  it  also  has  the  potential  for  yielding  less  precise 
estimates  of  the  effects.    Fortunately,  both  methods  yielded  similar 
results . 

The  methodological  goals  of  this  analysis  include  the  following: 

o    To  compare  each  dropout  with  a  matched  student  from  the 
same  school, 

(i)    controlling  systematic  differences  between  schools  and 
school  districts  that  may  differentially  affect  dropouts 
and  others,  since  dropouts  are  more  prevalent  in  some 
schools  than  in  others, 

(ii)    addressing,  under  a  simple  model,  the  two-stage  sampling 
employed  in  the  High  School  and  Beyond  survey, 

(iii)    reducing  the  dropout-vs-other  difference  in  observed 
covariates,  thereby  increasing  the  robustness  of 
subsequent  model-based  adjustments. 

o  'To  use  covariance  adjustment  within  matched  pairs  to  control 
biases  due  to  imbalances  in  observed  covariates  that  remain 
after  matching. 
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B.  THE  SAMPLE:    A  TWO-STAGE  SAMPLE  OF  U.S.  HIGH  SCHOOL  SOPHOMORES, 
WITH  FOLLOW-UP 

The  High  School  and  Beyond  sample,  described  in  detail  by  Jones, 
et  al.  (1983)  contains  a  stratified  two-stage  sample  of  high  school 
sophomores  in  the  United  States  in  1980,  and  follow-up  of  these 
sophomores  in  their  senior  year,  1982.    High  schools  were  stratified 
on  the  basis  of  school  type  and  geographic  characteristics,  with  some 
disproportionate  over-sampling  of  strata  containing  types  of  schools 
deemed  especially  interesting.    A  simple  random  sample  of  36  sophomores 
was  selected  within  each  school.    Eighty-four  percent  of  selected 
sophomores  completed  a  questionnaire  describing  their  perceptions  of 
themselves  and  their  education,  and  77  percent  completed  an  exam 
covering  vocabulary,  reading,  math,  science,  and  writing. 

If  still  enrolled  in  the  same  school,  the  same  students  were 
surveyed  and  tested  again  two  years  later,  with  some  losses  of  schools 
due  to  school  closings,  school  mergings,  etc.    Forty  of  the  original 
1,015  sampled  schools  dropped  out;  of  those  students  remaining,  96  percent 
are  reported  to  have  been  resurveyed.    Of  those  students  no  longer 
enrolled,  a  sample  of  2,601  dropouts  was  selected,  among  whom  88  percent 
responded  to  a  follow-up  questionnaire  and  78  percent  responded  to  a  follow 
up  exam,  after  being  offered  $5  for  completing  the  questionnaire  and  $10 
for  completing  the  exam.    There  is  additional  non-response,  of  varying 
degree,  to  specific  items  on  the  questionnaire:     for  example,  of  the  2,289 
dropouts  who  appear  to  have  responded  to  the  questionnaire,  2,022  (or  88 
percent)  responded  to  a  question  concerning  number  of  siblings,  whereas 
1,379  (or  60  percent)  responded  to  a  question  about  father's  education. 

C.  COMPARISON  OF  DROPOUTS  AND  STAYERS  IN  THEIR  SOPHOMORE  YEAR  (BEFORE 
EVENTUAL  DROPOUTS  LEFT  SCHOOL) 

Figure  10-1  is  a  stem  and  leaf  display  of  227  conventional  two- 
sample  t-statistics  comparing  dropouts  with  students  who  remained  in 
school  for  227  continuous,  ordered  or  dichotomous  baseline  variables; 
that  is  for  227  variables  measured  in  the  sophomore  year  while  the 
eventual  dropouts  were  still  in  school.    These  t-statistics  are  used  as 
an  informal  and  familiar  measure,  rather  than  as  an  aid  to  formal 
hypothesis  testing,  since  such  testing  would  require  allowance  for  the 
cluster  sampling.    Table  10-1  examines  the  variables  with  the  largest 
t-statistics  in  greater  detail.    As  one  might  expect,  the  students  who 
eventually  dropped  out,  who  were  somewhat  older  than  the  students  who 
remained  in  school,  reported  greater  problems  with  attendance,  lower 
grades  and  less  ambitious  plans  for  education  after  high  school.  It 
is  interesting  to  note,  however,  that,  although  eventual  dropouts 
were  more  likely  than  stayers  to  have  doubts  about  completing  high  school, 
the  vast  majority  of  students  who  eventually  dropped  out  said  in  their 
sophomore  year  that  they  expected  to  graduate  (EXP  GRAD  in  Table  10-1). 
Other  variables  with  large  t-statistics  in  Figure  10-1  but  not  listed 
in  Table  10-2  indicated  that  dropouts  more  often  reported: 
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a)  lower  socioeconomic  status, 

b)  having  changed  school  since  fifth  grade, 

c)  having  been  suspended  from  class, 

d)  having  cut  classes, 

e)  more  frequent  dating, 

f)  spending  less  time  on  homework, 

g)  having  frequent!'  been  late  for  school, 

h)  having  disciplinary  problems, 

i)  being  non-White. 

D.     CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  MATCHED  SUBS AMPLE  WITHIN  EACH  SCHOOL 

1 .    Advantages  of  Matching:    Robustness;  Control  of  School  Factors; 
Elimination  of  the  Between-School  Component  of  Variation 

Each  dropout  with  sufficiently  complete  sophomore-year  data  was 
matched  with  a  student  from  the  same  high-school  who  remained  in  school. 
The  matching  was  based  on  a  matching  index  resembling  an  estimated 
propensity  score  (e.g.,  Rosenbaum  and  Rubin  1985a),  and  is  described  in 
detail  in  the  above  reference.    The  matching  is  followed  by  covariance 
adjustment  of  matched  pair  differences.    The  use  of  matched  subsampling 
was  motivated  by  the  following  considerations. 

a.    Robustness  to  Mis-Specification  of  an  Analysis  of  Covariance  Model. 
In  conducting  simulation  studies,  Rubin  (1973b,  1979)  has  found  that 
covariance  adjustment  of  matched  pair  differences  is  a  more  robust  method 
of  estimating  a  treatment  effect  than  covariance  adjustment  of  unmatched 
random  samples,  in  the  sense  that  the  former  method  is  less  dependent  on 
the  linear  model  assumptions  yielding  relatively  good  estimates  when  the 
regressions  are  actually  nonlinear  but  are  modelled  as  linear.     Indeed,  in 
some  of  Rubin's  more  extreme  examples,  covariance  adjustment  of  unmatched 
responses  actually  increases  the  bias  above  what  would  be  obtained  without 
adjustments  of  any  kind,  whereas,  in  his  examples,  covariance  adjustment 
of  matched  pairs  in  each  case  decreases  bias.    The  intuition  here  is  that, 
in  observational  studies,  unmatched  treated  and  control  groups  often  differ 
substantially  on  the  pretreatment  variables  x  for  which  adjustments  will  be 
made,  so  that  information  on  the  relationship  between  the  response  and 
among  controls  in  the  region  of  the  x-space  containing  few  treated  units 
may  provide  little  useful  information  about  the  relevant  x-region 
containing  many  treated  units.    Moreover,  if  the  model  is  mis-specified, 
data  from  the  x-region  containing  few  treated  units  can  actually  be 
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mi8leading.    A  linear  approximation  to  a  nonlinear  regression  may  be 
acceptable  in  the  narrow  relevant  portion  of  the  x-space,  but  a  linear 
approximation  over  the  whole  x-space  may  be  poor.     In  the  current  context, 
information  on  the  most  able  students  may  be  of  limited  value  in  estimating 
the  effect  that  dropping  out  has  on  students  who  do  so. 

b.    The  High  School  as  a  Covariate.    Each  dropout  was  matched  to  a 
student  from  his  or  her  own  high  school  who  remained  in  school.  This 
procedure  controls  all  observed  and  unobserved  pretreatment  variables 
that  are  constant  for  all  students  within  a  school  (e.g.,  average 
per-pupil  expenditures)  and,  moreover,  provides  good  control  for 
geographic  variables  (e.g.,  urban  vs.  suburban  vs.  rural  residence.) 

2.    Matching  within  Schools 

Matching  within  schools  was  based  on  a  matching  index  analogous  to 
the  propensity  score  (Rosenbaum  and  Rubin  1983a,  1984,  1985a).    The  index 
was  computed  from  the  five  sophomore-year  test  scores  and  28  other 
pretreatment  variables  with  the  largest  dropout-vs. -stayer  t-statistics : 
the  index  is  an  estimate  of  the  conditional  probability  of  dropping  out 
given  these  32  sophomore-year  predictors.    The  weights  used  in  the  index 
were  estimated  from  the  14,268  stayers  and  924  dropouts  with  complete 
data  on  the  32  variables.    The  index  was  then  computed  for  all  21,864 
stayers  and  2,166  droupouts  who  were  missing  fewer  than  10  of  these  32 
sophomore-year  variables,  with  missing  data  replaced  by  the  stayer  mean 
for  stayers  and  the  dropout  mean  for  dropouts.    The  distribution  of vthe 
resulting  index  is  given  in  Table  10-2.    Note  that  only  2  percent  of  the 
stayers  he  e  index  values  about  .3,  whereas  29  percent  of  the  dropouts 
have  index  values  above  .3 — the  distributions  are  quite  different. 
Still,  since  there  are  21,864  stayers,  there  are  521  stayers  with  index 
values  above  .3,  so  many  of  the  628  dropouts  with  index  values  above  .3 
can  '     matched  with  stayers  also  having  index  values  above  .3.  For 
subs  antially  higher  values  of  the  index,  the  absolute  number  of  stayers 
is  inadequate.    As  a  result,  matching  alone  can  reduce,  but  cannot 
completely  control,  bias  in  the  index. 

Although  this  matching  index  closely  resembles  a  propensity  score, 
strictly  speaking,  the  propensity  score  would  condition  on  both  the 
32  variables  and  the  1,015  binary  variables  indicating  the  high  school  a 
student  attends.    Nonetheless,  as  will  now  be  seen,  matching  within 
schools  on  this  index  does  reduce  the  dropout-vs .-stayer  imbalance  in 
pretreatment  variables. 

Dropouts  were  matched  sequentially:     (a)  the  first  dropout  in  a 
school  was  matched  with  the  stayer  in  the  same  school  who  had  the  nearest 
value  on  the  matching  index;  (b)  that  pair  was  removed  from  the  lists  of 
available  students;  (c)  the  process  wjs  repeated  for  the  next  available 
dropout  and  the  remaining  available  stayers.    This  process  is  nearest 
available  matching  (Rubin  1973a)  applied  within  schools. 
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3.    Effect  of  Matching:     Substantial  Reductions  in  Bias  with  Substantial 
Bias  Remaining 

Before  matching,  the  mean  value  of  the  matching  index  was  .247  for 
dropouts  and  .064  for  stayers.    For  matched  stayers,  the  mean  value  of 
the  index  was  .181,  so  the  percent  reduction  in  bias  in  this  index 
was 


100 


.247-. 181 
.247-. 064 


64%  ; 


i.e.,  the  matched  groups  are  far  more  similar  than  the  unmatched  groups, 
but  substantial  differences  remain.    Tables  10-3  and  10-4  show  the  impact 
of  matching  on  the  five  test  scores  and  the  seven  other  variables  with 
the  largest  baseline  t-statistics:    for  each  of  these  variables,  there 
is,  again,  a  substantial  reduction  in  bias,  but  substantial  differences 
remain.    Further  analytical  adjustments  are  clearly  required. 


E.    APPLYING  COVARIANCE  ADJUSTMENT  TO  MATCHED  PAIR  DIFFERENCE 


1.  The  Effect  of  Dropping  Out 

In  principle,  each  student  has  two  potential  test  scores:    the  score 
Rl  that  would  be  observed  if  the  student  dropped  out,  and  the  score 
that  would  be  observed  if  the  student  remained  in  school.    The  effect 
dropping  out  has  on  this  student  is  a  comparison  of  the  two  potential 
responses  for  this  student,  such  as  Rl-RO.    This  is  the  traditional 
definition  of  a  treatment  effect  that  is  used  in  the  literature  on 
experimental  design  (e.g.,  Fisher,  1935;  Kempthorne,  1952;  Cox,  1958; 
Scheffe,  1959)  and  has  been  applied  to  observational  studies  by  Rubin 
(1974,  1977,  1978),  Hamilton  (1979),  Holland  and  Rubin  (1983),  Rosenbaum 
and  Rubin  (I983a,b,  1985b)  and  Rosenbaum  (1984a,b,c,) . 

Let  Z  indicate  whether  or  not  a  student  actually  drops  out:    Z  =  1  if 
the  student  drops  out,  and  Z  ■  0  if  the  student  remains  in  school.  We 
observe       only  for  students  who  actually  drop  out,**that  is  students 
with  Z  ■  1;  similarly  RO  is  observed  only  for  students  who  remain  in 
school  (Z  ■  0) .    We  wish  to  estimate  the  average  effect  that  dropping  out 
has  on  students  who  drop  out  (i.e.,  on  students  with  Z  ■  1),  that  is 
E(r1-r0|Z  ■  1)  (see  Rosenbaum  and  Rubin  (1985b)  for  related  discussion). 

2.  A  Linear  Model  with  Additive  School  Parameters 


The  essence  of  this  model  is  that  we  may  estimate  gain  by  differencing 
the  responses  of  the  dropout  and  the  stayer  within  each  matched  pair  and 
linearly  regressing  those  differences  on  the  within-pair  differences  on 
covariate  values.    Rubin  (1973b,  1979)  has  studied  this  procedure  using 
simulation  and  has  found  it  to  be  robust  against  violations  of  the  linear 
model. 
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3.    Results  of  Applying  Covariance  Adjustment  to  Matched  Pair  Differences 

Table  10-5  summarizes  the  estimated  losses  due  to  dropping  out  for 
each  exam  score  in  1982,  Table  10-5  contains  estimates  of  gain  from  two 
regressions,  labeled  "short"  and  "long."    The  estimate  labeled  "short"  is 
based  on  1,034  matched  pairs  with  complete  data  on  a  short  list  of  13 
covariates  (X);  the  estimate  labeled  "long"  is  based  on  609  matched  pairs 
with  complete  data  on  a  longer  list  of  24  covariates,  including  the  13 
covariates  on  the  short  list.    In  other  words,  the  "short"  estimate  is 
based  on  a  larger  and  more  representative  group  of  dropouts  than  the 
"long"  estimate,  but  it  provides  poorer  control  for  some  sophomore-year 
differences.    We  would  hope  these  two  estimates  would  be  fairly  similar, 
and  to  a  considerable  extent,  they  are. 

Also  reported  in  Table  10-5  are  the  estimates  of  gain  obtained  by 
deleting  from  the  regression  the  matched  pair  yielding  the  largest 
Cook's  (1977)  distance.    Again,  this  change  has  only  a  slight  effect 
on  the  estimate  of  loss. 

For  all  five  exams,  the  estimate  of  gain  is  negative,  suggesting, 
as  one  would  anticipate,  that  dropping  out  has  a  detrimental  effect. 
The  largest  decline  is  in  mathematics.    The  estimates  based  on  this 
analysis  are  similar  to  those  given  in  Chapter  9  which,  in  turn,  were 
based  on  somewhat  different  group  contrasts. 
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Pigure  10-1 


STEM  AND  LEAF  DISPLAY  OF  ABSOLUTE  t-STATISTICS  COMPARING  DROPOUTS  WITH  OTHERS 
FOR  227  CONTINUOUS  OR  DICHOTOMOUS  BASELINE  COVARIATES 
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Table  10-1 

COVARIATES  WITH  THE  LARGEST  BASELINE  t-STATISTICS  COMPARING  DROPOUTS  (DR)  AND  OTHERS  (OT) 


Standard  Standardized 
Description  Mean     Deviation      Difference*  t-Statistic 


Days  absent  but  not  ill. 
0  -  0;  6  -  21+ 

DR          2.4         1.7               88  47.7 
OT           1.1  1.2 

Expects  to  graduate  from  high  school. 
1  -  No;  4  -  Yes 

DR          3.64        .70             -.59  -44.4 
OT          3.95  .26 

Grades  so  far  in  high  school 
1  ■  Below  D;  8  ■  Mostly  A 

DR          4.1         1.6             -.92  -43.2 
OT          5.5  1.5 

Educational  aspirations. 
l-Less  than  High  School  Degree;  5-Graduate  Degree 

DR          2.6         1.0             -.82  -36.3 
OT          3.4  1.1 

DR         16.0          .9                .67  35.5 
0T         15.5  .6 

Plans  to  go  to  college. 
0-NO;  4-YES,  Right  after  High  School 

DR          1.6         1.5              -.84  -32.1 
0T          2.8  1.5 

Have  ability  to  complete  college, 
definitely  not;  5-definitely 

DR          3.3         1.2              -.63  -30.6 
OT          4.0  1.0 
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Figure  10-2 

Cumulative  Distribution  of  the  Matching  Index  for  Droputs  and  Stayers 
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Sample  Size  2166  21864 
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Standard  Deviation  .155  .Q94 


Standardized  Difference  =  1.43 
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Table  10-3 


IMBALANCE  AFTER  MATCHING  FOR  VARIABLES 
WITH  THE  LARGEST  BASELINE  DIFFERENCES 


ile 

(Other  Mean) 

(Dropout  Mean) 

(Matched  Control  Mean) 

Percent  Reduction 
in  Bias 

Standardized 
Difference* 

t-Statistic 

iL 

1.1 

2.4 

2.0 

68 

.28 

8.3 

IAD 

4.0 

3.6 

3.8 

45 

-.31 

-9.1 

1 

5.5 

4.1 

4.6 

71 

-.26 

-8.5 

'IR 

3.4 

2.6 

2.8 

69 

-.25 

-8.2 

15.5 

16.0 

15.8 

65 

.23 

6.8 

OL 

2.8 

1.6 

1.9 

72 

-.21 

-6.4 

IL 

4.0 

3.6 

3.6 

67 

-.21 

-6.3 
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Table  10-4 


BASELINE  IRT  SCORES  BEFORE  AND  AFTER  MATCHING 
(DR  -  Dropouts;  OT  -  All  Others;  MC  »  Matched  Controls) 


Score 

Group 

Mean 

o  l  a  Liu  aiu 

Deviation 

o l  ana at a i«cq 

Difference 

t-Statistic 

V         D  ^  /J  11        K  a  MM 

a  tveauction 
in  Bias 

VOCABULARY 

DR 

t  •  u 

OT 

8.9 

5.3 

-.74 

30.0 

4  7 

-  1  ft 

L  ft 

READING 

i-\  mm  *»  mm  Am  fc™  %J 

DR 

4.0 

3.9 

OT 

7.1 

4.8 

-.69 

27.5 

MC 

4.9 

4.1 

-.19 

5.1 

73 

MATHEMATICS 

DR 

5.6 

7.2 

0T« 

13.3 

9.9 

-.89 

34.0 

MC 

7.5 

7.8 

-.22 

6.5 

76 

SCIENCE 

DR 

6.2 

4.2 

OT 

9.1 

4.5 

-.65 

27.0 

MC 

6.9 

4.2 

-.15 

4.6 

77 

WRITING 

DR 

5.1 

4.8 

OT 

8.8 

5.0 

-.76 

31.2 

MC 

6.1 

4.8 

-.20 

4.7 

74 
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Table  10-5 


ESTIMATE  OF  THE  EFFECT  THAT  DROPPING  OUT  HAS  ON  SENIOR  YEAR  IRT  TEST  SCORES 

All  Complete  Observations 

Estimated  Loss 
after  Deleting 
the  Case  with 


Exam 

Covariates 

R2 

Estimated 
Loss 

Standard 
Error 

t-Statistic 

the  Largest 
Cook's  Distance 

Vocabulary 

Short 

.57 

-.42 

.15 

-2.7 

-.43 

Long 

.59 

-.53 

.21 

-2.6 

-.57 

Reading 

Short 

.51 

-.42 

.14 

-3.0 

-.44 

Long 

.51 

-.38 

.19 

-2.0 

-.34 

Math 

Short 

.53 

-1.18 

.24 

-4.8 

-1.13 

Long 

.55 

-1.12 

.33 

-3.4 

-1.12 

Science 

Short 

.48 

-.38 

.14 

-2.6 

-.39 

Long 

.51 

-.38 

.18 

-2.0 

-.41 

Writing 

Short 

.48 

-.44 

.17 

-2.6 

-.45 

Long 

.49 

-.61 

.23 

-2.6 

-.57 
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Chapter  11 

SCHOOL  LEVEL  ANALYSIS 

A.  INTRODUCTION 

This  chapter  describes  the  results  of  a  school  level  analysis. 
The  analytical  approach  used  in  this  chapter  is  driven  by  two  primary 
questions:     (1)  What  are  the  school  processes  that  explain  between-school 
variation  in  achievement  gains?  and,  (2)  Do  members  of  different  social 
classes  and/or  ethnic  groups  have  equal  access  to  these  school  processes? 

The  school  sample  consisted  of  807  schools  with  ten  or  more  students 
who  have  pre-  and  post-test  scores  on  any  one  of  five  achievement  tests. 
The  analysis  is  restricted  to  public  and  Catholic  schools.    The  data 
consist  of  two  types  of  variables — school  descriptors  that  are  aggregates 
of  individual  level  scores,  and  school  descriptors  that  reflect  responses 
to  the  school  level  questionnaire.    The  variables  are  classified  into  ten 
blocks.    Each  block,  in  turn,  consists  of  a  set  of  school  descriptors 
that  are  logically  and  internally  consistent.    The  blocks  are  as  follows: 

o    School  Level  Demographics:    Percentage  of  student  body  that  is 
White,  percentage  that  is  female,  average  age  of  base-year 
students,  base-year  school  mean  SES,  percentage  of  respondents  in 
a  school  who  report  that  their  mothers  worked  full-time  while 
they  were  in  high  school,  percentage  of  students  that  report  that 
they  are  living  in  their  home  with  both  parents,  school  size, 
public  versus  Catholic  school,  percentage  of  students  who  report 
that  they  intend  going  to  college,  percentage  of  students  that 
need  remedial  help,  and  percentage  of  students  who  enter  the 
tenth  grade  but  do  not  graduate  ("1"  less  than  10  percent,  "0" 
otherwise) • 

o    Home  Educational  Support  System:     Number  of  study  aids  in  the 
home,  mother's  educational  aspirations  for  the  child,  number  of 
non-school  related  learning  experiences,  student's  report  of  the 
extent  of  parents'  role  in  their  education,  whether  or  not  parents 
monitor  their  school  work  and  activities,  whether  or  not  parents 
have  plans  for  the  student  after  high  school,  and  the  extent  of 
parents'  involvement  in  school  organizations. 

o    Non-School  Student  Behaviors :    Hours  worked  last  week  for  pay, 
amount  of  TV  watching,  amount  of  outside  reading,  frequency  of 
reading  the  newspaper,  and  amount  of  participation  in  other 
social  activities . 

o    Student  Values  and  Attitudes:     Occupational  aspirations  at  age 
30,  locus  of  control  from  base  year,  self-esteem  from  base  year, 
whether  one  likes  to  work  hard  in  school,  and  whether  one  finds 
studying  mathematics  and/or  English  interesting. 
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o    Student  School  Behaviors:    Hours  spent  on  homework,  number  of 

non-remedial  courses  in  mathematics ,  science  and  foreign  languages, 
participation  in  academic  activities  (e.g.,  debating,  drama, 
honorary  clubs),  and  mean  rate  of  student  absenteeism. 

o    Student  Ratings  of  School  Quality;     Ratings  of  the  physical 
plant,  ratings  of  teacher  quality,  ratings  of  the  quality  of 
academic  instruction,  and  ratings  of  the  school's  reputation  in 
the  community. 

o    Staff  Characteristics;    Percentage  of  staff  with  master's  or 
Ph.D.  degrees  ("0"  if  less  than  50  percent  and  "1"  otherwise), 
and  percent  of  teachers  leaving  since  last  year  ("1"  if  less  than 
20  percent,  otherwise  "0"). 

o    Academic  Emphasis;    Number  of  advanced  course  offerings,  percentage 
of  students  in  the  academic  program,  number  of  required  courses 
for  college  preparation  in  mathematics,  science  and  foreign 
languages,  and  the  availability  of  remediation. 

o    School  Resources;    Cost  per  student,  number  of  teachers  per  100 
students,  and  length  of  the  school  year  in  terms  of  hours  of 
instruction. 

o    School  Climate:    Severity  of  parents'  lack  of  interest  in  student's 
progress  ("1"  serious,  "4"  no  problem),  severity  of  teacher 
absenteeism  ("1"  serious,  "4"  no  problem),  amount  of  disciplinary 
problems  (reversed  scale  of  students  talking  back,  etc.),  number 
of  school  rules  that  are  enforced,  and  percent  of  teachers  that 
are  strict. 

Although  there  are  ten  rational  clusters  of  variables,  the  first 
four  clusters  along  with  base-year  test  scores  can  be  considered  school 
inputs.    That  is,  school  demographics,  the  home  educational  support 
system,  non-school  learning  activities,  and  student  attitudes  and  values 
are  not  under  the  control  of  the  school  system.    These  four  blocks,  along 
with  base-year  test  scores,  provide  a  baseline  against  which  increments  in 
explained  between-school  variance  due  to  the  separate  school  blocks  can 
be  evaluated.    The  logic  for  the  causal  ordering  follows  that  of  the 
models  presented  in  Chapter  9.    Because  of  the  many  available  school 
input  and  process  variables  and  the  fact  that  it  is  difficult  to  be 
confident  about  the  causal  ordering  among  the  process  variables,  the 
primary  analysis  model  will  be  a  hierarchical  regression  rather  than 
a  path  analysis.    The  logic  underlying  the  ordering  of  the  blocks  in  the 
hierarchical  regression  is  depicted  in  the  following  schematic: 


Demographics 
and 

Home  Educational 
Support  System 


Base  Year 

Test 

Scores 


School 
Processes 


Senior 

Test 

Scores 
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This  school  level  hierarchical  analysis  differs  from  the  path 
analysis,  as  carried  out  at  the  individual  level,  in  one  other  way.  The 
difference  is  in  how  gains  are  operationally  defined.    For  ease  of 
interpretation,  we  have  chosen  to  use  the  raw  differences  between  post-test 
and  pre-test  scores  as  the  final  outcome  while  controlling  for  the  pre-test 
score.    The  results  will  only  differ  by  a  scale  factor  from  the  more 
typical  analysis  that  uses  post-test  as  the  final  outcome  and  simply 
controls  for  the  pre-tests.    This  latter  approach  was  used  in  the  individual 
level  path  analysis  models  in  Chapter  9.    We  have  gone  to  the  pre-test- 
adjusted  raw  gains  because  they  make  the  interpretation  of  the  structure 
coefficients  that  accompany  the  hierarchical  regressions  more  meaningful. 
The  structure  coefficients  are  the  correlations  between  the  individual 
explanatory  variables  and  the  linear  function  that  best  predicts  the 
outcomes  (raw  gains).    Ir  zbose  cases  where  there  are  many  potential 
explanatory  variables  and  thus  the  potential  for  relatively  high 
colinearities  between  variables,  the  reliance  on  the  structure  co- 
efficients rather  than  partial  regression  coefficients  for  interpretation 
purposes  would  seem  desirable. 

The  use  of  multiple  base-year  achievement  test  scores  to  control  for 
initial  status  at  the  school  level  ma"  make  the  interpretation  of  individual 
regression  coefficients  even  more  risky  because  of  the  generally  greater 
colinearities  found  between  school  means.    In  order  to  investigate  the 
robustness  of  the  estimates  of  school  effects  when  using  single  versus 
multiple  pre-tests  as  covariates,  the  analysis  was  run  both  ways.  However, 
before  making  the  decision  to  use  multiple  tests  as  covariates  at  all, 
the  analysis  was  run  to  see  if  the  gains  in  explained  variance  using 
nultiple  tests  justified  the  potential  increase  in  colinearities  and 
possible  problems  in  the  interpretation  of  the  regression  weights.  The 
following  t*Hle  shows  the  correlations  squared  (r2)  between  the  raw 
gains  and   /re  *>  ,   >priatr  single  test  as  a  covariate,  and  the  analogous 
nultiple  corrclf :iou  squared  (r2)  when  all  base-year  tests  are  used  as 
covariates . 


pabulary      Reading     Mathematics      Science  Writing 

r2  007  .010  .023  .022  .053 

R2  -125  .169  .098  .136  .196 

All  *f  .he  above  increments  in  R2  are  statistically  significant.  The 
difference  in  R2  are  sufficiently  large  to  justify  estimating  the  school 
effects  under  both  control  conditions  (i.e.,  single  pre-test  versus  multiple 
pre-tests).    The  two  different  control  conditions  also  imply  somewhat  different 
?dbstantive  models.    The  multiple  pre-test  model  estimates  the  effects  of 
school  processes  on  gains  independent  of  overall  or  general  base-year  achieve- 
ment.   The  single  pre-test  model  does  not  attempt  to  control  for  general 
achievement  level  and  implicitly  assumes  that  the  other  potential  ^jasures  are 
either  not  relevant  to  gains  or  are  legitimately  part  of  the  school  effects 
that  one  is  attempting  to  estimate.    If  the  latter  assumption  were  true, 
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estimating  school  effects  using  all  the  pre-tests  for  controls  could 
yield  underestimates  of  school  effects  on  any  one  specific  achievement 
area.    Rather  than  argue  the  validity  of  one  model  over  the  other, 
estimates  will  b<i  obtained  and  compared  using  both  approaches. 

Table  11-1  presents  the  increments  in  R2  due  to  the  addition  of 
separate  school  blocks  after  controlling  for  school  demographic  input  and 
all  sophomcre  test  scores.    Table  11-2  shows  the  parallel  information 
when  controlling  for  demographic  inputs  and  only  a  single  pre-test. 

Inspection  of  Table  11-1  indicates  that  the  inputs  (school  demo- 
graphics, home  educational  supports,  non-school  student  behaviors,  values 
and  attitm'es,  and  base-year  test  scores)  explain  from  about  50  percent 
to  80  percent  of  the  total  predictable  between-school  variance  in  gains. 
Not  surprisingly,  when  a  single  pre-test  (see  Table  11-2)  is  used  as  the 
control  for  base-year  status,  the  inputs  account  for  slightly  less  on 
average.    Total  school  effects  are  measured  as  the  incremental  difference 
in  termb  of  percentages  between  the  full  model  R2  and  the  R2  based  on 
input*  aUne  (demographics  and  test  scores).    Total  school  effects  for 
various  achievement  areas  and  control  conditions  are  summarized  below: 

Percent  Increment  in  Baseline  R*  Due  to  School  Effects 

Vocabulary     Reading     Mathematics      Science  Writing 

Percent  Increment  Due 
to  School  Ef.Ucte  for: 

Single  Pre-teat  39.6  67.3  57.6  51.4  32.6 

Multiple  Protests  89.4  44.7  44.1  42.1  23.8 

Tbc  percent  increment  is  based  on  using  the  baseline  R2  as  the  denominator 
in  computing  the  percent  increment. 

The  much  larger  increment  associated  with  the  school  effects  for 
vocabulary  when  multiple  pre-tests  are  used  suggests  that  the  vocabulary 
estimates  of  the  total  school  effects  are  somewhat  unstable  and  shoula  be 
viewed  cautiously.    There  appears  to  be  considerable  suppressor  effects 
operating  among  the  school  process  variables  and  inputs  when  multinle 
pre-tests  are  included  as  controls.    This  situation  is  indicated  ne 
relatively  high  R2  for  the  full  model,  yet  showing  relatively  small 
increments  for  the  individual  school  blocks  as  shown  in  Table  11-1  It 
it  felt  that  contributions  of  the  individual  school  blocks  better  reflect 
rhf  school  effects  contribution  in  the  presence  of  high  colinearities 
than  does  the  total  school  effects  block. 

Contributions  of  the  individual  school  blocks  in  terms  of  percentages 
are  calculated  the  same  way  they  were  for  the  total  school  effects.    That  is, 
the  increment  in  R2  of  an  individual  school  block  beyond  that  explained 
by  the  baseline  inputs  is  divided  by  the  baseline  R. 
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TABLE  11-1 


INCREMENTS  IN  R2  OUE  TO  TOE  ADOITION  OF  SEPARATE  SCHOOL  BLOCKS  AFTER  CONTROLLING  FOR  SCHOOL 
OENOCRAPHIC  INPUTS  AND  MULTIPLE  SOPHOMORE  PRETESTS 


VOCABULARY  READING         .        MATHEMATICS  SCIENCE  WRITINC 

F    x  inc.1        F     x  inc.      F     Tinc.i         F  x  inc.1     F  X 


SCHOOL  INPUTS   *  INC'  *  "C-1  *  «C»       R2       X  INC, 

SCHOOL  DEMOGRAPHICS 

HOME  INFLUENCES 9  NON-SCHOOL  .205    .106    .257    mi   lift 

LEARNING  BEHAVIOR,  AND  •  «»  .116 

BASE  YEAR  ATTITUDES  AND 

ASPIRATIONS 

SCHOOL  INPUTS  P*LUS  

BASE  TEAR  VOCABULARY,  READINC, 


.311    .228    .332 


MATHEMATICS,  SCIENCE  AND  .321    .284   

WRITING 

SCHOOL  INPUTS,  INITIAL  SCORES 
PLUS  INCREMENTS!  DUE  TO  SEPARATE 
SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS  AND/OR 
PROCESSES  

STUDENT  SCHOOL  BEHAVIORS  .381       18.7  .290         2.1         .375       20.6  .233       2.2  .343 

STUDENT  RATINGS  OF  SCHOOL  QUALITIES  .323         0.0  .291         2.3         .324         4.2  .237       3.9  «m 

STAFF  CHARACTERISTICS  .324         1.0  .286         1.0         .324         4.2  .245       7.5  ^43 

ACADEMIC  EMPHASIS  ™ 
SCHOOL  RESOURCES 


•  381 

18.7 

.290 

2.1 

.375 

20.6 

.233 

2.2 

.323 

0.0 

.291 

2.3 

•324 

4.2 

.237 

3.9 

.324 

1.0 

•286 

1.0 

.324 

4.2 

.245 

7.5 

.327 

1.8 

.343 

20*8 

.348 

11.9 

.262 

14.9 

.327 

1.9 

.300 

5.6 

.322 

3.5 

.238 

4.4 

.!U3 

3.7 

.295 

3.9 

•326 

4.8 

.237 

3.9 

•608 

.411 

.448 

.324 

SCHOOL  CLIMATE  .«3  3.7  .295  3.9  .326  4.8  .237  3^  'AH  3.0 
*    FOR  FULL  MODEL  .608    .411    -AAA    -—  All   


3.3 
0.0 
3.3 

.359  8.1 
.338  1.8 
.342 
.411 


Percent  increment  of  the  -base  line"  r2  oue  to  each  separate  school  block, 
base  line  rz  is  the  rz  based  on  school  inputs  and  base  year  test  scores. 
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TABLE  11-2 

INCREMENTS  IN  R2  DUE  TO  THE  ADDITION  OF  SEPARATE  SCHOOL  BLOCKS  AFTER  CONTROLLING  FOR  SCHOOL 
DEMOGRAPHIC  INPUTS  AND  SINGLE  SOPHOMORE  PRETEST 


SCHOOL  INPUTS 


SCHOOL  DEMOGRAPHICS 

HOME  INFLUENCES NOH- SCHOOL 

LEARNING  BEHAVIOR,  AND 

BASE  BEAR  ATTITUDES  AND 

ASPIRATIONS 


VOCABULARY 
R2  TISC.1 


.205. 


READING 

R2       X  INC* 


.._10&_ 


MATHEMATICS 
R2  TISC.1 


..257 


SCIENCE 

R2       %  INC.1 


•  101 


WRITING 
R7 


X  INC. 


.116 


SCHOOL  INPUTS  PUIS  

BASE  TEAR  VOCABULARY,  READING, 
MATHEMATICS ,  SCIENCP  ,  OR 
HRItlNG 


•283 


•  168 


•271 


.177 


•239 


SCHOOL  INPUTS v  INITIAL  SCORES 
PUIS  INCREMENTS  DUB  TO  SEPARATE 
SCHOOL  CHARACTERISTICS  AND/OR 
PROCESSES  


STUDENT  SCHOOL  BEHAVIORS 

•327 

15.5 

•  183 

8.9 

•336 

24.1 

•005 

3.0 

•262 

9.7 

STUDENT  RATINGS  OF  SCHOOL  QUALITIES  .283 

0.0 

•  181 

7.5 

.282 

4.0 

•  185 

4.4 

•241 

1.0 

STAFF  CHARACTERISTICS 

•286 

l.Q 

•  170 

1.0 

•283 

4.4 

•  193 

8.9 

•246 

2.9 

ACADEMIC  EMPHASIS 

•288 

1.9 

•219 

30.4 

•318 

17.4 

•213 

20.6 

•268 

12.2 

SCHOOL  RESOURCES 

.288 

1.9 

•  181 

7.5 

.281 

4.0 

•  186 

4.9 

•249 

4.2 

SCHOOL  CLIMATE 

•290 

2.6 

•  183 

9.0 

•293 

6.0 

•  187 

5.9 

•254 

6.3 

l2  FOR  FVLL  MODEL 

•395 

•281 

•427 

.268 

•317 

Percent  increment  of  the  "base  line**  r2  due  to  each  separate  school  block, 
base  line  r2  is  the  r2  based  on  school  inputs  and  base  year  test  score. 
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Inspection  of  the  contr.     \     is  of  the  individual  school  blocks  in 
Tables  11-1  and  11-2  indicate    .  .m  school  student  behaviors  and  the 
academic  emphasis  behavior  bloi   *  contribute  the  single  largest  percentage 
increments  among  all  the  school  blocks  regardless  of  whether  single  or 
nuitiple  pre-tests  were  used  as  controls.    The  academic  emphasis  block 
also  shows  a  relatively  large  contribution  in  explaining  between-school 
gain  variance  for  all  achievement  areas  except  vocabulary.    The  academic 
emphasis  block  includes  measures  of:    (1)  access  to  advanced  course 
offerings,  (2)  percentage  of  students  in  the  academic  program,  (3)  number 
of  required  courses  in  the  college  preparation  program,  and  (4)  the 
availability  of  remediation. 

The  school  resource  block  shows  small  contributions  to  gains  for 
reading,  mathematics,  and  science.    The  school  climate  block  shows  small 
but  consistent  contributions  to  between-school  gain  variance  for  all 
achievement  areas. 

While  there  does  appear  to  be  considerable  instability,  as  indicated 
by  changes  across  pre-test  control  conditions  with  respect  to  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  total  school  effect  component,  the  relative  effect  of  individual 
school  blocks  remained  quite  stable.     It  would  seem  that  the  estimates  of 
the  effect  of  the  individual  school  blocks  are  relatively  robust. 

The  reader  might  question  the  logic  behind  the  definition  of  the 
school  student  behaviors  as  a  school  process  block.    The  individual  level 
path  analysis  in  Chapter  9  suggested  that  some  part  of  the  variation  in 
student  school  behaviors,  such  as  number  of  non-remedial  courses  and 
amount  of  homework  done,  could  be  explained  by  individual  demographics 
and  the  home  educational  support  system.    The  hierarchical  ordering  of 
the  blocks,  with  the  demographics,  test  scores,  base-year  values  and 
attitudes,  and  home  support  variables  being  forced  in  first,  argues  that 
any  additional  or  leftover  increment  in  predictable  between-school 
variance  due  to  student  behaviors  is  likely  to  be  under  the  control  of 
the  school. 


Tables  11-3  and  11-4  present  the  partial  regression  coefficients 
along  with  the  structure  coefficients  associated  with  the  individual 
variables  for  single  and  multiple  pre-test  control  conditions. 

Inspection  of  the  base-year  test  score  structure  coefficients  sugges 
that  raw  gains  at  the  school  level  are  positively  related  to  base-year 
test  score  status  in  vocabulary  and  mathematics.    Conversely,  in  reading, 
science,  and  writing  the  appropriate  base-year  test  was  negatively 
related  to  gains  at  the  school  level.    At  the  individual  level,  gains 
were  always  negatively  related  to  initial  status.    Gains  could  not  be 
positively  related  to  initial  status  without  a  significant  increase  in 
the  between-school  variance  in  vocabulary  and  mathematics  achievement 
scores  as  one  goes  from  the  sophomore  to  the  senior  year.    Since  school 
means  are  more  reliable  than  individual  scores,  a  positive  correlation 
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MEAN  GAIN  REGRESSED  ON  MATCHED  PRETEST  PLUS  ALL  BLOCKS 


RAW  REGRESSION  WE  I OH T 

aiasxBSiiiai  lasisassis  aa  :  sss  ss 


STAMAROIZED  REGRESSION  WEIGHT 

aaaasaaaasaaaaaaaassarsiaasasaassa : 


SlKUCTlWF  fXEFHCIRiT 


wnr 

READ 

MATH 

U  •  J  ' 

-0.31* 

-0.  14* 

n  n?* 

0,00 

-0.01 

U  •  1 

•  0.69* 

-1  .J9* 

u  •  ut 

-0.05 

-0.60 

n  4Q* 

0.68* 

0.58 

-n  ni 

-0.69* 

-i  •  15* 

1  •  Ut  * 

0.46 

-0.78 

0. 16* 

0, 19 

-0  49* 

0.09 

0.17 

-0.01* 

-0.00 

-n  n  i  * 

-0.00 

-0.02* 

U.  Pt* 

-0.18 

0.03 

3  ^4* 

0.06 

0.20 

UlCC 

O.U 

0. 11 

0. 09 

-0.05 

0.07 

-N27* 

0.28 

-0.46 

0.57 

-0.57 

0.53 

-1.05* 

-0.8** 

-1.38* 

-0.10 

0.15 

-0.23 

0.05 

0.01 

0.10 

1. 00* 

0.L1 

0.B6* 

0.28* 

0.12 

-O.U 

0.18* 

0.15* 

0.15 

-0.09 

-o.ia* 

0.01 

-0.20* 

-0.17 

-0.07 

0.90* 

0.47* 

-0.25 

-0.32* 

-0.21 

0.45* 

0.49 

0.55 

0.52 

-0.05 

-0.03 

-0.03 

0.40 

0.47 

1.30 

-0.06 

0.09 

-0.95 

0.28 

-0.35 

0.01 

-0.13 

-0.36 

-0.95 

0.21 

0.20 

0.48* 

-0.15 

0.43 

0.33 

-0.36 

-o.u 

-0.32 

-0.20 

-0.21 

-0.47 

-0.05 

-0.06 

-0.40* 

0.65* 

0.16 

0.38 

SCI 

WK1 

VOC 

Ru  AO 

MATH 

SCI 



--- 

— — 

-0.21* 

-0.36* 

-1.12* 

-0.68* 

-0.3B* 

-CI.  57* 

0.00 

0.00 

0.50* 

0.14 

-0.09 

0.07 

-0.80* 

0.28 

-0.14* 

-0.12* 

-0.13* 

-0.16* 

-0.13 

-o.ia 

-0.01 

-0.01 

-0.07 

-0.03 

0.20 

0.69* 

0.21* 

0.28* 

0.12 

0.10 

-0.31 

-0.48 

-0.00 

-O.U* 

-0.10* 

-0.06 

0.00* 

0.72 

0.13* 

0.06 

-0,05 

O.U* 

0.03 

0.02 

0.15 

0.22* 

0.13 

0.05 

-0.33 

0.01 

-0.18* 

0.03 

0.01 

-0.13 

-0.00 

0.00 

-0.01 

-0.14* 

-0.03 

-O.Od 

-0.00 

-0.01* 

-0.16* 

-0.08 

-0.14* 

-0.09 

0.06 

-0.27* 

-0.27* 

-0.09 

0.01 

0.03 

-0.01 

-0.07 

0.24* 

0.04 

0.07 

-0.01 

-0.18 

-0.15 

0.10 

0.05 

0.03 

-0.09 

0.06 

0.08 

0.05 

-0.03 

0.02 

0.04 

0.30 

-0.21 

-0.26* 

0.06 

-0.05 

0.07 

-0.14 

-1.15 

0.04 

-0.04 

0.02 

-0.01 

-0.59* 

-0.91* 

-0.25* 

-0.19* 

-0. 16* 

-0.15* 

-0.60 

-0.32 

-0.02 

0.02 

-0.02 

-O.U 

-0.03 

0.24* 

0.03 

0.00 

0.03 

-0.02 

-0.11 

0.16 

1.04* 

O.U 

0.40* 

-0.09 

-0.15 

-0.02 

o.u* 

0.05 

-0.03 

-0.07 

-0.02 

-0.00 

0.16* 

0.13* 

0.07 

-0.01 

-0.14* 

-0.02 

-O.06 

-3.12* 

0.00 

-O.U* 

-0.05 

0.19 

-O.U* 

-0.09 

-0.02 

-0.03 

0.15 

0.34 

0.27* 

0.14* 

-0.04 

0.05 

-0.07 

0.13 

-0.13* 

-0.08 

0.09* 

-0.03 

0.07 

-0.23 

0.09 

0.10 

0.05 

0.01 

0.03 

0.03 

-0.06 

-0.03 

-0.02 

0.05 

0.94* 

1.23* 

0.06 

0.07 

0.09 

0.15* 

-0.08 

0.28 

-0.01 

0.01 

-0.07 

-0.01 

0.14 

-0.19 

0*')4 

-0.05 

0.00 

0.02 

-0.22 

-0.24 

-0.01 

-0.04 

-0.05 

-0.03 

0.00 

0.24 

0. 11 

0.10 

0.12* 

0.0") 

0.09 

0.02 

-0.0J 

0.08 

0.03 

0.02 

-0.22 

-0.33 

-0.15 

-0.06 

-0.07 

-0.10 

0.07 

-0.08 

-0.10 

-0.10 

-0.12 

0.04 

-0.07 

-0.21* 

-0.03 

-0.03 

-O.U* 

-0.04 

-0.24* 

0.17 

0.30* 

0.07 

0.09 

-0.12* 

MI 


-0.79* 
0.10 
0.05 
-0.04 

0.26* 
-0.07 
0.08 
0.03 
0.00 
0.01 
-0.12* 
-0.12* 
-0.05 
-0.06 
0.04 
-0.04 
-0.08 
-0.19* 
-0.05 
0.13* 
0.15 
-0.0 1 
-0.00 
-0.0 1 
0.0? 
0.09 
0.05 
-0.04 
0.04 
0. 16* 
0.04 
-0.03 
-0.02 
O.U 
0.00 
-0.L3 
-0.04 
-0.10* 
0.07 


0.14 
0.^ 
0.06 
-0.?8 
0.30 

-o.oa 

0.2? 
-0.00 
-0.25 

0.?6 

-o.?a 

-0.?? 
0.41 
0.13 
0.31 
0.21 
0.05 
0.03 
0.15 
0.37 
0.28 
0.1 1 
0.17 

-0.10 

-0.12 
0.33 
0.23 
0.0? 
0.05 
0..14 
0.1 1 

-0.0? 
0.04 
0.08 
0.10 
0.?l 
0.19 
O.OO 
0.03 


-U.19 
0.01 

-o.n 

-0.16 
0.16 
-0.26 
0.01 
0.13 
-0.19 
0.16 
0.00 
0.04 
0.11 
0.03 
0.09 
0.19 

-0.06 
0.06 
0.17 
0.10 
0.16 
0.10 
0.07 

-0.16 

-0.03 
0.13 
0.13 
0.06 

-0.03 
O.U 
0.0J 

-0.14 
0.00 

-0.0? 
0.15 
0.10 

-0.0? 
0.04 
0.0? 


0.00 

-o.u 

-0.39 
0.<»6 

-0.2? 
0.01 
0.13 

-0.42 
0.50 

-0.20 
0.21 
0.49 
0.16 
).40 
0.21 
0.07 
0.14 
0.2B 
0.42 
0.69 
0.17 
0.?4 

-0.00 

-0.2  7 

o.i? 

0.51 
O.OJ 
0.31 
0.36 
O.U 
0.00 
0.13 
0.14 
O.'i? 
0.40 

o.;7 

0.00 
0.0? 


-0.?9 
-0.10 
0.00 
-0.06 
O.Ofl 
-0.0H 
0.0? 
0.1? 
-0.3? 

O.U 
-0.0? 
0.03 
0.06 
-0.05 
O.U 
0.17 
0.06 
0.04 
0.01 
O.U 
-0.1? 
-0.01 
-0.07 
-).?3 
-0.05 
0.10 
0.09 

-o.u 

0.1? 
0.17 
0.05 
0.03 
0.07 

-0.13 
0.16 
0.06 
i). 03 
0.02 

-0.?4 


-0.41 
-0.D9 
-0.04 
-O.Od 
-0.03 
-0.01 
-O.U 

O.Od 
-0.10 

0.1? 

0.10 
-0.16 
-0.07 
-0.14 

0.01 
-0.05 
-0.?l  Js 
-0.l7g 

0.04  I 

0.14 

0.1? 

-o.os 

-0.09 
-0.16 
0.14 
0.06 
0.09 
-0.?3 
0.05 
0.05 
0.03 
-0.01 
O.Oi 
-0.03 
0.04 
-0.01 
-0.11 
-0.05 
0.01 


JUED) 


462 


ERIC 


463 


Table  11-4 


MEAN  GAIN  REGRESSED  ON  HATCHED  PRETEST  PLUS  ALL  BtOCKS 
(CONTINUED) 
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between  gain  and  initial  status  at  the  school  level  in  vocabulary  and 
mathematics  may  be  a  reflection  of  the  increased  reliability  of  school 
means  as  compared  to  individual  scores.    That  is  to  say,  the  lack  of  a 
positive  correlation  between  base-year  scores  in  vocabulary  and  mathematics 
at  the  individual  level  is  partly  artifactual  in  the  sense  that  it  is 
partly  due    o  the  less  than  perfect  reliability  of  the  individual  pre-test 
scores-    Negative  correlations  between  initial  status  and  gains  for  the 
reading,  science,  and  writing  at  both  the  individual  and  school  level  are 
probably  only  in  part  due  to  reliability  problems. 

The  table  below  summarizes  the  pre-test  and  post-test  standard 
deviations  based  on  school  means  and  supports  the  notion  that  the 
negative  correlation  between  initial  status  and  gains  for  science  and 
writing  is  not  just  due  to  reliability  problems. 

Standard  Deviations  Based  on  School  Means 

Vocabulary  Reading  Mathematics  Science  Writing 

Pre-Test            2.44               1.91  4*56  2.12  2.07 

Post-Test           2.65                2.02  5.10  2.14  2.06 


Percent 

Increase  8.6  5.7  11.8  1.0  0.0 

Clearly  there  was  not  an  increase  in  between-school  variance  for 
science  and  writing  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  years. 

Inspection  of  Tables  11-3  and  11-4  suggests  that  the  structure 
coefficientc  were  relatively  robust  with  respect  to  whether  single  or 
multiple  pre-tests  were  included  among  the  controls*     Individual  school 
input  variables  whose  associated  structure  coefficients  were  at  least  ,20 
or  greater  are  described  below* 

o    School  Demographics:     Positive  relationships  with  gains  included: 
percentage  of  white  otudents  was  related  to  vocabulary  gains;  SES 
of  the  school  was  related  to  vocabulary  and  especially  mathematics 
gains;  having  an  intact  family  was  related  to  vocabulary  gains; 
percentage  of  student  body  planning  to  attend  college  was  related 
to  gains  in  vocabulary  and  mathematics. 

Negative  relationships  included:    percentage  of  the  student 
body  who  were  females  was  negatively  related  to  gains  in  reading; 
mother  working  while  the  student  was  in  high  school  was  negatively 
related  to  gains  in  reading  and  mathematics;  attendance  at  a 
public  school   Ms  negatively  related  to  gains  in  vocabulary, 
mathematics,  and  science;  low  dvopout  rates  were  negatively 
related  to  vocabulary  g.ins  but  positively  related  to  mathematics 
gains . 
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°    Home  Educational  Support  System;    Positive  relationships  included: 
number  of  study  aids  in  the  home  for  vocabulary  and  mathematics 
gains,  mother's  educational  aspirations  for  the  child  in  mathe- 
matics, non-school  related  learning  for  vocabulary  and  mathematics 
parental  involvement  in  curriculum  choice  for  mathematics,  the 
level  of  parent-school  interaction  for  mathematics,  and  level  o* 
parental  interest  in  the  student's  school  behaviors  for  vocabulary 
and  mathematics. 

°    Non-School  Related  Student  Behaviors:    Positive  relationships 
included:    amount  of  outside  reading  with  vocabulary  gains  and 
frequency  of  newspaper  reading  with  vocabulary  and  mathemarics 
gains . 

Negative  relationships  included:    hours  worked  for  pay  with 
science  gains,  amount  of  TV  watching  with  mathematics  gains,  and 
amount  of  participation  in  outside  social  activities  with  writine 
gains .  6 

°    Student  Values  and  Attitudes:    Positive  relationships  included: 
occupational  aspirations  with  mathematics  gains,  and  locus  of 
control  for  vocabulary  and  mathematics. 

The  following  individual  school  behaviors  and/or  process  variables  had 
structure  coefficients  equal  to  or  greater  than  .20. 

°    Stude"t  School  Behaviors:    Amount  of  homework  done  and  the  number 
of  non-remedial  courses  taken  were  both  positively  related  to 
gains  in  vocabulary  and  mathematics  while  low  rates  of  absenteeism 
were  positively  related  to  mathematics  gains.    It  is  interesting 
to  note  that  while  the  number  of  non-remedial  courses  taken  had 
relatively  large  positive  structure  coefficients,  the  relationship 
between  the  availability  of  remedial  courses  was  considerably  lower 
but  still  positive.    Availability  of  remedial  courses  is  in  the 
academic  emphasis  block.    It  would  seem  that  effect-ve  schools 
should  offer  both  remedial  and  extensive  non-remedial  courses. 

°   Indent  .Ratings  of  School  Quality:    Student  ratings  of  teacher 
quality,  academic  instruction,  and  the  school's  reputation  in  the 
community  were  all  positively  related  to  gains  in  mathematics. 

°  Staff  Characteristics:  Teacher  turnover  rate  was  negatively 
related  to  gains  in  science;  the  percentage  of  teachers  with 
master  s  or  Ph.D.  degrees  was  unrelated  to  gains. 

•  # 

o    Academic  Emphasis:    Positive  relationships  with  gains  included: 
number  of  advanced  offerings  with  gains  in  vocabulary,  mathematics, 
and  science;  percentage  of  the  student  body  that  is  in  the  academic 
program  was  related  to  gains  in  all  areas. 
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o    School  Resources;    Dollars  spent  per  student  was  positively 
related  to  gains  in  vocabulary. 

o    School  Climate;    Positive  relationships  with  gains  included; 
high  levels  of  parental  interest  in  the  student's  progress  was 
positively  related  to  gains  in  vocabulary  and  mathematics;  low 
rates  of  teacher  absenteeism  was  positively  related  to  mathematics 
gains;  low  rates  of  disciplinary  problems  was  positively  related 
to  gains  in  reading  and  mathematics. 

The  results  of  the  above  school  analysis  are  consistent  with  the 
findings  of  the  individual  level  analysis  described  in  Chapter  9.  The 
critical  school  variables  in  both  the  individual  and  school  level  analysis 
are  course  exposure  and  amount  of  homework  done.    The  path  analysis  in 
Chapter  9  indicated  that ,  in  general,  the  amount  of  course  work  in  the 
specific  content  area  was  more  important  than  curriculum  group  membership 
in  explaining  sophomore  to  senior  gains. 

The  fact  that  the  amount  of  homework  done  was  also  significantly 
related  to  gains  independent  of  background,  home  educational  support,  and 
curriculum  suggests  that  homework  is  at  least  partially  under  the  control 
of  the  school.    Given  these  student  school  behavior  results  and  the  fact 
that  individual  variables  from  both  the  academic  emphasis  block  (in 
particular,  the  number  of  course  offerings)  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  the 
school  quality  block,  were  related  to  gains  raises  certain  critical 


If  exposure  to  certain  curriculum  and  advanced  course  work  in  the 
basics  is  the  road  to  achieving  significant  gains,  and  the  present 
results  suggest  that  it  is,  the  next  questions  should  be: 

o    Do  individuals  from  different  SES  and  ethnic  groups  have  equal 
access  to  these  course  offerings? 

o    Are  different  subgroups  likely  to  have  equal  access  to  high 
quality  course  offerings  in  the  basics? 

The  following  section  examines  how  access  to  both  quantity  and 
quality  of  course  work  affects  gains  for  selected  subgroups. 


The  following  descriptive  tables  contrast  the  relative  access  of 
majority  and  minority  groups  to  selected  school  processes  and/or  qualities. 
The  majority  group  consists  of  Whites,  Asians,  and  American  Indians,  while 
the  minority  group  consists  of  Blacks,  Mexican-Americans,  and  Puerto  Ricans. 
The  school  processes  include: 

o    Advanced  course  offerings. 

o    Availability  of  remedial  mathematics  and/or  English. 
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School  qualities  include: 

o    Mean  student  rating  of  the  quality  of  Hcademic  instruction. 

o    Percent  of  students  in  school  who  are  in  the  academic  curriculum. 

o    Mean  student  rating  of  the  level  of  disciplinary  problems  in 
the  student's  school.    Discipline  problems  refer  to  talking  back 
to  the  teacher,  etc.    The  scale  is  reversed  so  that  high  numbers 
indicate  less  of  a  discipline  problem. 

Table  11-5  contrasts  the  number  of  advanced  courses  offered  in 
schools  attended  by  majority  and  minority  students.    The  schools  are 
further  classified  on  the  basis  of  the  mean  SES  level  of  their  students. 
High  SES  schools  include  the  top  25  percpnt  of  the  total  distribution, 
while  the  low  SES  schools  define  the  bot     -.  25  percent.    The  middle  SES 
schools  make  up  the  remainder. 

Table  11-5  indicates  that  minority  and  majority  group  members  who 
attend  similar  schools  with  respect  to  SES  level  have  essentially  equal 
access  to  advanced  course  offerings.    If  anything,  minority  group  members 
who  attend  low  SES  schools  may  have  somewhat  of  an  advantage  with  respect 
to  advanced  course  offerings,  compared  to  Whites  in  similar  schools.  The 
minority  group  members,  however,  are  much  less  likely  than  majority 
students  to  be  attending  a  high  SES  school  which,  in  turn,  offers  the 
more  advanced  courses. 

Within  a  given  school,  it  would  seem  that  majority  and  minority  groups 
have  equal  access  to  advanced  courses;  however,  minority  members  do  not 
have  equal  access  to  (high  SES)  schools  which  tend  to  offer  many  advanced 
courses.    Approximately  88  percent  of  the  majority  group,  compared  to  54 
percent  of  the  minority  group,  attended  middle  or  high  SES  schools. 

Given  these  result*,  the  relevant  policy  question  is:    Do  minority 
students  in  high  SES  schools  gain  more  than  their  counterparts  in  low  SES 
schools?    Further  on  in  this  report  we  will  attempt  to  arrive  at  some 
preliminary  answers  to  this  question. 

Table  11-6  contrasts  the  two  groups*  access  to  remedial  mathematics 
and/or  English  by  school  SES  level.    Not  unexpectedly,  minority  group 
aiembere  who  attend  low  SES  schools  have  significantly  greater  access  than 
majority  students  in  low  SES  schools  to  remedial  courses.     In  low  SES 
schools,  the  minority-majority  difference  in  access  is  approximately  82 
percent  vs.  70  percent.    This  would  seem  to  be  further  evidence  of  the 
targeting  toward  minority  groups  in  low  SES  schools  for  Chapter  1  and/or 
other  special  programs. 

Table  11-7  contrasts  the  two  groups  with  respect  to  the  students* 
mean  rating  of  the  quality  of  the  academic  instruction  in  their  school. 
Table  11-7  indicates  that  the  ratings  of  the  quality  of  academic 
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Table  11-5 


NUMBER  OF  ADVANCED  COURSES  OFFERED  IN  STUDENT'S  SCHOOL 
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Table  11-6 

PROPORTION  OF1  STUDENTS  WITH  ACCESS  TO  REMEDIAL  MATH  AND/OR  ENGLISH  OFFERED 


IN  STUDENT'S  SCHOOL 
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Table  11-7 


MEAN  RATING  OF  ACADEMIC  INSTRUCTION   IN  STUDENT'S  SCHOOL 
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instruction  show  relatively  large  increases  as  one  goes  from  low  SES  to 
high  SES  schools.    Mean  ratings  at  high  SES  schools  are  over  a  standard 
deviation  higher  than  those  ratings  for  low  SES  schools.    While  there  is 
no  difference  with  respect  to  majority-minority  access  to  quality  instruction 
within  the  same  SES  level  school,  the  majority  group  members  are" much  more 
likely  to  attend  a  high  SES  school  where  the  academic  ratings  are  high. 

Table  11-8  contrasts  the  two  groups  with  respect  to  the  percent  of 
students  who  are  in  the  academic  curriculum.    As  in  the  previous  contrast, 
there  is  little  difference  between  majority  and  minority  groups  with 
respect  to  relative  proportions  in  the  academic  curriculum,  given  the 
schools1  SES  level.    The  opportunity  to  be  in  the  academic  curriculum 
increases  with  school  SES  at  the  same  rate  for  both  groups. 

Table  11-9  shows  that  there  are  considerably  fewer  disciplinary  problems 
in  high  SES  schools  compared  to  low  SES  schools.    As  before,  there  is 
no  difference  between  majority  and  minority  groups  with  respect  to  the 
surrounding  disciplinary  climate,  if  one  conditions  on  school  SES  level. 

In  this  simple  analysis,  school  SES  level  is  the  primary  contributor  to 
the  availability  of  those  school  qualities  and  processes  that  have  been  shown 
ro  be  related  to  gain.    There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  obvious  unfairness 
in  making  those  school  processes  and/or  qualities  more  accessible  to  one 
group  or  another.     In  fact,  if  anything,  minority  group  members  who  attend 
low  SES  schools  tend  to  have  greater  access  to  positive  school  processes 
than  do  their  majority  group  counterparts.    That  is,  they  have  considerably 
greater  access  to  remedial  courses  and,  at  the  same  time,  have  somewhat 
greater  access  to  advanced  course  offerings,  than  do  the  majority  group 
students  who  attend  low  SES  schools. 

The  tables  discussed  above  address  access  to  various  school  quality 
offerings.    They  do  not  attempt  to  determine  how  those  access  rates  affect 
gains  or  whether  they  interact  with  ethnicity  and  social  class  with 
respect  to  their  effect  on  gains.    That  question  is  addressed  in  the 
section  below. 

D.     A  CLOSER  LOOK  AT  HOW  ETHNICITY,  SCHOOL  SES,  AND  STUDENT  SES  AFFECT  GAINS 

The  question  arises:    How  much  does  a  low  SES  minority  student  who 
attends  a  high  SES  school  gain  compared  to  a  majority  student  in  the  same 
situation?    Is  a  low  SES  minority  student  who  attends  a  low  SES  school  better 
or  worse  off  with  respect  to  gains  than  his  majority  counterpart  wifh  the 
same  background?    Do  these  relationships  vary  by  achievement  area? 

In  order  to  answer  these  questions,  a  number  of  hierarchical  reg  is 
sions  were  run  contrasting  the  relative  gains  for  groups  of  individual 
who  were  classified  along  three  dimensions.    The  three  dimensions  were: 
(1)  ethnicity,  that  is,  a  member  of  the  majority  group  or  a  minority  group 
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Table.  11-8 


PERCENT  OF  STUDENTS  IN  SCHOOL  WHO  ARE  IN  ACAOEMIC  CURRICULUM 


SCHOOL  1 
SFS  LUWI 

SCHOOL  1 
Mtn  SESI 

SCHOOL  1 
HhiH  SESI 

1          1 1 

1     TOTAL   1 1 

II  WHI TE+ASI AN+AM 

N| 
ROrtXl 
COLXl 
MEANl 
S.D.  1 

1702  1 
12.41X1 
53.44*1 
25.678  1 
20.558  j 

7741  1 
56.46X1 
84.83X1 
36.313  1 
23.256  1 

4^67  I 
31.12X1 
93.1981 
65.757  1 
29.496  1 

1  13710  II 
I  100.00X11 
1  81.18X11 
1  44.156  1 1 
1   29.171  II 

||  BLACK+MEX+PRICAN 

N| 
ROWXl 
COLO 
MEANl 
S.D.  1 

1483  1 
46.65X1 
46.56X1 
28.032  1 
27.576  1 

1384  1 
43.54X1 
15.17X1 
39.416  1 
28.694  1 

312  1 
9.81X1 
6.81X1 
59.G13  1 
32.697  1 

1  3179  II 
1  100.00X11 
1  16.82X11 
1  36.029  1  1 
1   30.080  1 1 

asssssxsssxsssssssssss 

II  TOTAL 

S3XS3C 

•  N! 

ROWXl 
COLXl 
MEAN  | 
S.D.  1 

832SSS3SJ 

3185  1 
18.86X1 
100. 00X1 
26.774  1 
24.109  1 

:=ssssssss 

9125  1 
54.03X1 
100.00X1 
36.784  1 
24.186  1 

issxsassss 

4579  1 
27.11X1 
100.00X1 
65.297  1 
29.774  1 

:ssi:sssss: 

1  16889  II 
|  lOO.OOtll 

1  100.00X11 
1  42.626  1 1 
1   29.516  1 1 

azszt3»3ss:sssssxssr 

xsssss 

ssssssssssx sssssas 

!S8SSS8SSX 
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Table  11-9 


MEAN  RATING  OF  DISCIPLINE  PROBLEMS  IN  STUDENT'S  SCHOOL 


I  I 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
I  I 
I  I 
I  I 
I  I 
I  I 
I  I 
I  I 

I  I 
II 
II 
II 
I  I 
I  I 
I  I 


WHITE+ASI AN+AM 


OLACK+MEX+PRICAN 


TOTAL 


N| 
ROWS  I 
COL*  I 
MEAN  I 
S.D.  I 
I 

Nl 
ROW*  I 
COLS  I 
MEAN  I 
S.D.  I 
I 

i         i         i         ]]  n 

N  4999  I  15229  I  7235  I  I  27463  I  I 
ROWS  18.20X1  55.45X1  26.34X11  100.00X11 
CULX  100. 00X1  IDO.OnSI  lOO.OOXl I  100.00X11 
MEAN  1.7750  I  1.7896  |  1.9768  ||  1.8162  II 
S.D.I  0.1978  I  0.1884  I  0.2815  II  0.2341  II 
 1  1  I  M  II 


2  764  | 
12.25X1 
55.29X1 
1.7980  I 
0.2005  | 
I 

2235  I 
45.64X1 
44.71X1 
1.7455  I 
0.1905  | 


13071  | 
57.92X1 
85.83X1 
1.7921  I 
0.1885  I 
I 

2158  I 
44.0  7X1 
14.17X1 
1.7739  | 
0.1863  I 


6731 
29.83X1  I 
93.03X1  I 
1 .9794   I | 
0.2825   I  I 
I  I 

504  I  I 
10.29X1  I 
6.97X1  I 
1.9428  I  I 
0.2653   | I 


I  I 

1£HM_  _ 
I  I 

22566   I | 
100.00X1 | 
82.17X1  I 
1.8488  (i 
0.2378  || 
II 

4897  || 
100.00X1 | 
17.83X1 | 
1.77R3  I  I 
0.2061  II 
I  I 
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composed  of  Blacks,  Mexican-Americans,  and  Puerto  Ricans,  (2)  low  or  high 
SES  background,  and  (3)  whether  they  attend  a  low  or  high  SES  integrated 
school.    Contrasts  among  the  eight  groups  defined  by  the  above  dimensions 
with  respect  to  gains  were  carried  out  while  controlling  for  all  five 
pre-tests  and  selected  school  quality  variables. 

Table  11-10  presents  the  results  of  these  regressions.     It  also 
enables  one  to  make  a  number  of  contrasts  by  achievement  area  among 
groups  varying  by  patterns  of  ethnicity,  family  SES,  and  SES  of  the 
school  attended.     In  addition,  contrasts  with  respect  to  gains  can  be 
compared  under  different  control  conditions.    The  baseline  control 
condition  estimates  differential  group  gains  net  of  all  five  pre-test 
scores  and  whether  or  not  an  individual  attended  an  integrated  school. 
Since  the  earlier  discussed  two-way  tables  indicated  that  access  was 
similar  for  ethnic  groups  within  school  SES  categories,  contrasts  with 
respect  to  gains  between  ethnic/family  SES  groups  at  a  given  school  SES 
level  are  particularly  relevant. 

Block  A  in  Table  11-10  shows  the  contrasts  between  each  of  the 
labeled  groups  and  the  baseline  group,  which  consists  of  minority  and 
low  family  SES  students  in  low  SES  schools.    The  estimates  are  net  of  the 
five  pre-tests  and  whether  or  not  the  individual  attended  an  integrated 
school . 

Block  B  estimates  the  gains  net  of  the  pre-test  scores,  school 
integration,  and  mother's  educational  expectations  for  the  student. 
When  going  from  Block  A  to  Block  B,  estimates  of  gains  for  a  particular 
group  reflect  the  impact  of  controlling  for  mother's  educational 
expectations  for  the  child. 

In  addition  to  the  previous  control  variables,  Block  C  shows  the 
gains  by  groups  after  controlling  for  access,  as  measured  by  the  number 
of  advanced  course  offerings.    Differences  between  Block  B  and  Block  C 
reflect  the  impact  of  differential  access.    However,  since  the  previous 
descriptive  analysis  showed  a  relatively  high  relationship  between 
the  school  SES  and  the  number  of  advanced  offerings,  one  would  not  expect 
to  find  significant  changes  when  going  from  Block  B  tp  Block  C.  Since 
school  SES  is  a  design  or  grouping  variable,  much  of  the  effect  of  number 
of  advanced  courses  is  already  controlled  for. 

Comparisons  between  Block  D  and  Block  C  indicates  the  possible 
differential  impact  of  involvement  in  the  educational  process,  as 
measured  by  number  of  non-remedial  courses  taken  and  amount  of  homework 
done.     It  would  seem  possible  that  while  advanced  course  offerings  may  be 
equally  available  within  schools  at  the  same  SES  level,  groups  charac- 
terized by  differing  SES  backgrounds  and  ethnicity  may  demonstrate 
differential  willingness  to  take  these  courses.    When  comparing  Block  C 
and  Block  D,  changes  in  group  gains  should  reflect  the  latter  possibility. 
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TABLE  11-10 


CONTRASTS  IN  TERMS  OF  RAV  SCORE  POINTS  BETWEENS  WHITES  AND  MINORITIES  HIGH  AND  LOU  INDIVIDUALS 
WHO  ATTEND  LOW  SES  OR  HIGH  SES  SCHOOLS 


GROUPS 
F  S 
E  A  C 
T  H  H 
H  I 
H  L 
I  Y 
C 

I  S  S 
T  E  E 
Y  S*  S* 


BLOCK  A 

CONTROLLING  FOR  BASE 
YEAR  ACHIEVEMENT 
SCORES  AND  ATTENDANCE 
AT  AN  INTEGRATED  SCHOOL 


BLOCK  B 

CONSTRASTS  CONTROLLING  FOR 
BLOCK  A  PLUS  MOTHER'S 
EDUCATIONAL  ASPIRATIONS 


RAW  SCORE 
VOC   READ   HATH    SCIE  WRIT 


BLOCK  C 


BLOCK  D 


CONTRASTS  CONTROLLING  FOR  BLOCKS    CONTRASTS  CONTROLLING  FOR 
A  A  B  VARIABLES  AND  ADVANCED        BLOCKS  A,  B,  4  C  PLUS  INVOLVE- 


COURSE  OFFERINGS  (ACCESS) 


MENT  IN  SCHOOL  PROCESS  AS 
MEASURED  BY  NUMBER  OF 
NONREMEDIAL  COURSES  TAKEN  AND 
HOURS  SPENT  ON  HOMEWORK 


VOC   READ   MATH   SCIE   WRIT     VOC   READ   MATH   SCIE   WRIT    VOC    READ   MATH   SCIE  WRIT 


"  l  L  (1)  .75*  -,02  -.40    .90*  .47* 

Hp  L  (2)  .09  .04    .00    .00  -.08 

V  H  I  (3)  1.20*  .12    .36  1.08*  .42 

H  f  H  (4)  .24  .16  -.60    .02  -.07 

ML  H  (5)  .79*  -.31  -.02    .85  .54* 

H  H  11  (6)  1.04*  .06    .82    .51  .45 

H  H  (7)  1.12*  -.17  1,12*  l.H*  .51* 


.95*  .12  .22  .99*  .69*  .96*  .12 

-.03  -.05  -.39  -.05  -.22  -.06  -.05  - 

1.29*  .18  .63  1.11*  .52  1.29*  .18 

.29  .20  -.42  .04  .00  .17  .22  • 

.97*  -.19  .54  .93*  .74*  .86*  -.17 

.99*  .03  .67  .49  .39  .88*  .05 

1.19*  -.13  1.31*  1.14  .58*  1.06  -.11  1 


1*  1 


.70*  1.04*  .18  .18  1.02*  .81* 

-.24  -.05  .04  -.62  -.09  -.23  i 

.«  1.37*  .25  .79  1.14*  .64*  £ 

-.H  .22  .27  -.10  .03  -.02  I 

.65*  .92*  -.11  .50  .94*  .75* 

•29  .81  .00  .14  .46  .20 

.48*  1.08*  -.10  1.09*  1.14*  .49* 


J1™1  m  mm  ™  SES  1NDIV»S  ATTENDING  LOW  SES  SCHOOLS.  THE  MINORITY  GROUPS  CONSIST  OF  BLACKS,  MEXICAN  AMERICANS 

ITinuZ  ,1™  ®  m  1NDIV1DUALS  IN  W  ^  m  0F  m  MAL  SES  DISTRIBUTION  (HIGH  SES)  OR  THE  LOW  301  (LOW  SES).  SIMILAR 
CUTS  WERE  MADE  WITH  RESPECT  TO  THE  SCHOOL  DISTRIBUTION.  '  KUK  mm 

AN  INTEGRATED  SCHOOL  IS  DEFINED  AS  BETWEEN  502  TO  942  WHITE  OR  62  TO  492  MINORITY. 

IScl?!!"1  mm  18  TAIL0RED 10  m  mm'  M  EWWE'        0F IWWHEDIAL  COURSES  IN  MATHEMATICS  IS  USED  FOR 
MATHSnATICo  GAINS >  ETCi 

INDICATES  THE  STARRLL  CROUPS  ESTIMATE  OF  GAIN  DIFFERS  FROM  THAT  OF  THE  BASELINE  GROUPS  (MIL)  BY  AT  LEAST  FOUR  STANDARD  ERRORS. 


AND 
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The  results  in  Table  11-10  under  all  four  control  conditions  (blocks) 
suggest  that,  regardless  of  ethnicity,  family  SES  or  school  SES,  there 
is  little  or  no  difference  in  gains  in  reading  or  mathematics  for  all 
subgroups.    The  summary  table  below  shows  the  group  gain  contrasts  in 
terms  of  pre-test  standard  deviation  units  by  achievement  area  under  the 
Block  D  control  conditions. 


Gains  in  Terms  of 

Pre -Test 

Standard  Deviation 

Units 

Groups 

Vocabulary 

Reading 

Mathematics 

Science 

Writing 

WLL  (1) 

.20 

.04 

.05 

.23 

.16 

MHL  (2) 

-.01 

.00 

-.06 

-.02 

-.05 

WHL  .(3) 

.29 

.05 

.08 

.25 

.13 

MHL  (4) 

.05 

.07 

-.02 

.01 

-.01 

WLH  (5) 

.17 

-.05 

.03 

.19 

.14 

MHH  (6) 

.18 

-.01 

.01 

.09 

.03 

WHH  (7) 

.21 

-.04 

.11 

.25 

.09 

These  results  suggest  that,  through  Chapter  1,  special  state  and  federal 
programs  and/or  their  own  local  programs  have  kept  the  achievement 
differential  between  ethnic  and  SES  groups  in  reading  and  mathematics 
from  increasing  during  the  last  two  years  of  high  school. 

Inspection  of  the  Block  D  results  in  terms  of  standard  deviation 
units  suggests  that  minority  students  from  high  SES  families  who  attend 
low  SES  schools  do  relatively  poorly  with  respect  to  gains  in  vocabulary 
and  science  when  compared  with  high  SES  Whites  who  also  attend  low  SES 
schools.    There  is  little  difference  between  these  two  groups  (or,  for 
that  matter,  any  other  group)  in  basic  skills  (reading  and  mathematics), 
but  relatively  large  differences  in  language  development  and  general 
scientific  knowledge  areas.     It  would  seem  that  high  SES  minority 
individuals  are  at  a  disadvantage,  compared  to  Whites  with  similar  SES 
backgrounds,  in  those  achievement  areas  that  are  less  likely  to  be 
targeted  by  the  school  systems.     It  is  possible  that  the  minority  family 
educational  support  system  is  less  able  (compared  to  high  SES  White 
families)  to  fill  in  the  gap  and  provide  the  home  educational  environment 
to  compensate  for  those  areas  that  the  schools  may  not  have  the  time  or 
the  money  to  emphasize.    Parents  as  teachers  would  still  appear  to  be 
more  of  a  White  middle-class  rather  than  a  minority  phenomenon. 

This  interpretation  is  consistent  with  the  structure  coefficients 
(see  Table  11-3  or  11-4)  associated  with  the  vocabulary  gains.  The 
largest  non-pre-test  structure  coef f icienns  associated  with  gains  in 
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vocabulary  were,  in  order  of  importance:     (1)  study  aids  in  the  home, 
(2)  percent  White,  (3)  amount  of  homework  done,  (4)  locus  of  control, 
(5)  amount  of  outside  reading,  (6)  non-school  related  learning,  (7)  school 
SES,  and  (8)  level  of  parental  interest  in  student's  school  progress. 

The  science  structure  coefficients  were  generally  lower  and  were, 
in  order  of  importance:     (1)  percentage  of  students  in  the  academic 
program,  (2)  number  of  advanced  offerings,  (3)  attending  a  Catholic 
rather  than  a  public  school,  (4)  hours  worked  for  pay— negatively 
related,  (5)  teacher  turnover— negatively  related,  and  (6)  student's 
report  of  the  level  of  parental  involvement  in  their  education.    It  would 
seem  that  the  overall  academic  climate  of  the  school  is  basic  to  science 
gains • 

High  family  SES  minority  students  who  attend  high  SES  schools  show 
bigger  gains  than  their  fellow  minority  students  who  attend  low  SES 
schools  in  vocabulary  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  in  science.    This  suggests 
that  in  the  non-targeted  general  knowledge  areas  such  as  vocabulary  and 
general  science,  the  overall  quality  of  the  school  experience  becomes 
important  in  bringing  about  gains.    As  pointed  out  earlier  in  the 
descriptive  analysis,  both  quantity  and  quality  of  course  work  is  related 
to  the  SES  of  the  school.    Conversely,  in  the  targeted  basic  skills 
areas,  attending  a  high  SES  school  seems  to  have  little  value-added 
impact  on  increasing  gains. 

In  the  writing  area,  there  are  similar  but  more  attenuated  patterns 
of  gains  among  the  ethnic/SES  groups. 

E.  SUMMARY 

In  summary: 

o    Student  school  behavior  measures  had  the  largest  effect  on  gains 
independent  of  inputs  for  both  vocabulary  and  mathematics.  The 
key  variables  were  number  of  non-remedial  courses  taken  in 
mathematics,  science,  and  foreign  languages,  and  the  amount  of 
homework  done. 

o    Academic  emphasis  measures  had  relatively  large  effects  on  gains 
(independent  of  inputs)  in  almost  all  achievement  areas.    The  key 
academic  emphasis  variables  were  number  of  advanced  course 
offerings  and  the  percentage  of  the  student  body  in  the  academic 
program.    The  major  school  effect  contributors  to  gain  were  the  type 
of  courses  offered  and  whether  or  not  the  student  chose  to  take  them. 

o    In  the  basic  skills  areas  of  reading  and  mathematics  (which  have 
traditionally  been  targets  for  federal  and  local  programs),  the 
expected  differential  growth  rates  between  minorities  and  Whites, 
low  SES,  and  high  SES  groups  did  not  materialize.    Differences  in 
gains  in  these  basic  skills  between  students  attending  low  SES 
and  high  SES  schools  were  also  negligible. 
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o    In  the  typically  non-targeted  areas  of  vocabulary  and  science, 
White-minority  differences  in  gain  in  favor  of  the  Whites  appear 
within  all  school  and  family  SES  levels.    This  result  is  probably 
due  to  the  increased  importance  of  the  family,  parent,  or  peers 
as  teachers  in  the  areas  not  specifically  targeted  by  the  school. 

o    Minority  group  members  from  high  SES  families  show  greater  gains 
in  non-targeted  areas  than  their  high  SES  minority  counterparts 
in  low  SES  schools.    This  incremental  gain  is  primarily  due  to 
differences  in  school  quality  between  high  and  low  SES  schools. 

o    Within  a  given  school,  there  does  not  seem  to  be  any  obvious 
problems  with  respect  to  equality  of  access  to  either  advanced 
course  offerings  or  to  remedial  work.    However,  school  SES  is 
related  to  both  the  number  of  courses  and  students1  reports  of 
the  quality  of  course  offerings.    Access  to  quality  schools, 
however,  strongly  favors  the  White  majority  students.  Approximately 
12  percent  of  the  White  students  attend  low  SES  schools,  while 
approximately  46  percent  of  the  minorities  are  in  low  SES  schools. 
It  is  fortunate  that,  for  many  minority  students,  basic  skills 
programs  in  mathematics  and  reading  appear  to  be  alive  and  well 
in  low  SES  schools. 

Increasing  both  the  access  to,  and  the  standards  for,  the  quantity 
and  quality  of  course  work  in  the  "new  basics11  would  appear  to  promote 
the  equality  of  gains  for  all  SES  and  ethnic  groups.     The  schools  have 
done  a  relatively  good  job  of  bringing  us  to  the  point  where  there  is 
little  difference  in  the  gains  between  minorities  and  Whites  in  both 
mathematics  and  reading.     Unfortunately,  the  differential  gains  in  favor 
of  Whites  in  both  vocabulary  and  science  net  of  course-taking  behavior 
suggests  an  increasing  gap  between  the  groups  in  these  areas. 

The  fact  that  low  SES  minority  students  in  low  SES  schools  have  been 
able  to  gain  as  much  in  mathematics  and  reading  as  their  counterparts  in 
high  SES  schools  suggests  that  curriculum  and  teaching  emphasis  can 
overcome,  to  a  great  extent,  deficits  in  the  home  educational  support 
system  in  these  achievement  areas.    The  important  question,  as  well  as 
challenge,  for  the  school  system  is:    Can  the  schools  bring  about  the  same 
equality  of  gains  in  other  achievement  areas — areas  that  are  more  likely 
to  be  influenced  by  the  home  and  peer  group  memberships?  Language 
development  areas  such  as  vocabulary  and  general  scientific  knowledge,  as 
measured  by  the  science  test,  would  seem  to  be  prime  areas  for  targeting 
by  low  SES  schools. 
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Chapter  12 


AN  ANALYSIS  OF  SCHOOL  EFFECTS  USING 
AN  EMPIRICAL  BAYES  APPROACH 

A,  INTRODUCTION 


The  analysis  reported  here  uses  a  multi-level  approach  to  estimate 
the  relationship  between  post-test  scores  and  pre-test  scores  (as  well 
as  other  student  characteristics)  in  a  given  school  and  how  these 
relationships  may  vary  systematically  as  a  function  of  certain  school 
level  characteristics.    Empirical  Bayes  methods  (Rubin,  1980;  Braun,  et 
al.»  1983)  are  well-suited  to  such  a  multi-level  analysis  and  are  the 
principal  tool  employed.    As  will  become  clear  in  this  chapter,  empir- 
ical Bayes  estimation  of  within-school  regression  planes  can  be  carried 
out  in  a  framework  in  which  the  structural  relationships  between  school 
characteristics  and  these  regression  planes  can  be  explicitly  estimated 
as  well. 


The  notion  of  analyzing  individual  characteristics  and  their 
relationships  in  the  context  of  their  environment  is  not  new.  According 
to  Eulau  (1969),  the  theory  was  already  current  in  sociology  more  than 
forty  years  ago,  although  the  empirical  tools  available  were  insuffi- 
cient for  the  task  at  that  time.    The  recent  text  by  Boyd  and  Iversen 
(1979)  and  the  comprehensive  review  by  Burstein  (1980)  provide  both 
historical  background  and  informative  critiques  of  various  attempts  to 
carry  out  multi-level  analysis. 

Suppose  we  are  concerned  (as  we  are  heie)  with  the  relationship 
between  student's  score  on  some  subject  matter  test  (Y)  as  a  senior 
and  the  score  on  the  same  subject  matter  test  (X)  determined  at  the 
beginning  of  the  sophomore  year.    The  standard  regression  model  would 
take  the  form: 

Y  "  B0  +  61  Xij  +  eij       1  *  L  J-1-...n 

where  8Q  and  8^  are  known  parameters  to  be  estimated  and  the  is 
assumed  to  represent  unexplained  random  variation.  The  subscript  i 
indexes  schools,  while  j  indexes  students  within  schools. 

In  contextual  analysis,  we  are  not  usually  satisfied  with  just 
estimating  the  parameters  of  the  above  equation  for  each  school 
separately.    We  would  also  like  to  study  how  this  relationship  may  vary 
with  various  school  characteristics.    We  will  suppose  in  this  example 
thflt  there  are  two  such  variables  available  to  the  statistician.    One  is 
simply  the  aggregate  version  of  the  students1  score  X.    The  usual 
choice  here  is  X,  the  mean  score  of  X  in  school  i.    A  third  variable 
could  be  a  measure  of  per  capita  spending  in  the  school  district  (Z). 
The  variable,  of  course,  has  no  counterpart  on  the  student  level.  The 
augmented  regression  model  might  take  the  following  form- 
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(1) 


Such  a  model  not  only  examines  the  effects  of  student  and  school 
level  variables,  but  also  their  interaction.    In  other  words,  the  role 
of  the  individual  variable  is  modified  by  the  nature  of  the  environment 
in  which  it  operates. 

Empirical  Bayes  models  provide  a  different  approach  to  fitting 
flexible  models  as  in  (1),  yielding  more  easily  interpretable  results., 
The  basic  idea  is  to  us*  a  hierarchical  representation  for  the  model: 
the  first  level  is  the  usual  within-school  regression,  employing  only 
student  level  data  as  predictors  of  student  performance.    The  second 
level  is  a  cross-school  regression  in  which  the  criterion  is  the  vector 
of  regression  coefficients  from  the  within-school  regression  and  the 
predictors  are  various  school-level  (aggregate)  measures. 

For  this  contextual  analysis  we  used  only  a  subset  of  the  variables 
and  data  available.    The  within-school  regression  takes  the  form 
(suppressing  school  and  student  indices  for  convenience): 


Y    ■  post-test  score 
X.  ■  pre-test  score 

X2  ■  number  of  courses  taken  in  subject  area 

X_  ■  SES  measure 

X,  ■  locus  of  control  measure, 


Y  -  Bq  +  B^  +  B2X2  +  B3X3  +  B4X4  +  e, 


(2) 


where 


and 


Let  B  -  (Bn,  6.  , 


^  N(0,a  )  independently  across  students. 

B2»  B^»  ^4)'  Then  the  across-school 


takes  the  form: 


B  B  I  Z  +  8 , 


(3) 


where 


Z 


■  vector  of  school-level  predictors 
=  matrix  of  coefficients 


and 


*  MVN  (0,  Z)  independently  across  schools. 
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The  school-level  predictors  are: 


ZQ  «=  constant  (unity) 

Zj  =  percent  of  student  population  white 
%2  a  number  of  advanced  offerings 
Z3  -  number  of  discipline  problems  in  school 
Z^  ■  school  rating  of  academic  instruction 
Z$  «  public  or  private  (Catholic)  school 
Zg  ■  SES  measure 

Z?  ■  mean  score  on  pre-test  in  school. 

141.  ??uatlons  (2)  and  (3)  comprise  the  empirical  Bayes  model.  Maximum 
likelihood  estimates  of  8,  Y,  a*      and  £  are  obtained  .^J^™ 

focusL  fn I"  ^V1"?'"?"  •«  al"  1977).    Attention  usually 

focuses  on  6  and  ?.     It  should  be  noted  that  the  empirical  Bayes  esti- 
mate.  £,  Qf  the  within-school  regression  coefficients  can  be  represented 

i"  (4S  +  iEB^ls  iLS  +^EB  ill 

™iul  afWBi8hted  aVe!fge  °f  the  leaSt  S(luares  estimate  of  6  and  the 
IcJoo!  f  1  ""esP°ndln8  to  ^e  typical  school  with  the  same  vector  of 
school-level  characteristics,  Z,  as  the  given  school.    The  weights  are 
proportional  to  the  sizes  of  the  estimated  precision  matrices  of  I  "and 
I  Z.     In  effect  a      is  "shrunk"  toward  the  point  Y  Z  on  the  estimated 
regression  plane  in  (3).    The  amount  of  shrLking-dipends  on  bow  well- 
determined  the  least  squares  estimate  and  the  regression  plane  are! 

Empirical  Bayes  regression  estimates  tend  to  be  more  stable  in 
cross-validation  than  the  corresponding  least  squares  regression 
estimates  (Rubin,  1980:  Braun    Pt  „i      lomi  regression 
m,0  «m,4.4    i  »  ' jJJraun»  et  al-»  1983).    One  consequence  is  that 

the  empirical  Bayes  estimates  of  the  coefficient  of  a  particular 
variable  will  exhibit  less  dispersion  than  the  least  squares  estimates 
Moreover,  the  second  level  of  the  model  enables  us  to  generate  an 

characterLti'cs  T?MJOB  J1—  f°r  My  Sch°o1'  *lven         Sectors  of 
JlalJS!  Str°ng  USe  °f  this  "P-bility  later  in  the 

analysis  when  we  construct  various  profiles  of  schools  typical  of 
different  classes  of  schools  and  compare  their  estimated  regression 
ttttZZZtZr-*'  "  lde"tify1"8  Part Ocular  ichools 


B .  DATA 


dpB^hK  ? a"cterlstics  of  the  High  School  and  Beyond  sample  are 
Snnn     Z    elsewhe"  (J°nes,  et  al.).    For  this  study,  the  approximately 
1000  schools  were  stratified  into  three  SES  classes  and  a  prop^ti^al 
random  sample  was  drawn  from  each  class,  totalling  200  schools  in  all 
Only  students  in  these  200  schools  with  complete  data  on  the  selected 
on^^resT  "J10**10  the  Bayes  estimation  proems  and 

scLce^^r^stud1^^1"8  ^  ^  '  --hematics,  and 
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C.  ANALYSIS 

The  estimate  of  the  Y-matrix  for  the  analysis  of  vocabulary  scores 
is  presented  below: 


00 

A 
A 
A 

A 


IVOCAB 


l  KMITE         AOV  Off*         OIS  MOB         AAt  iNSf 


W9*AQ 
O.TfttS 
0.3500 
O.J4A* 
0,7527 


0. 70S* 
-0.012? 

0.0162 
-0.0241 
-0.1452 


0.4197 
-0.0027 
-0.029% 

0.1  Ml 
-0.159) 


0.SAA7 

0.0141 
0.01 79 
-O.llll 
-0.2445 


-0,2172 
-0.00 10 
-0.0914 
0.1190 
••  1434 


PUBLIC 

-0.4295 
0.009) 

-0.042ft 
0.0542 
0.1929 


«Mt  SES         PRE  MEAN 


0.590) 

-0.011* 

0.0275 
-0.192) 
-0.112) 


-0.0*21 
-0.0491 
-0.0)50 
0.04  5* 
0.2101 


Z1 
Z2 
Z3 
Z4 
Z5 

Thus  the  estimate  of  the  first  component  of      for  a  particular  school, 
the  intercept  £  ,  is  obtained  by  multiplying  the  first  row  of  YvnrAR 
against  the  vector  jZ  of  school-level  covariates.    The  school-level 
covariates  were  standardized  for  the  empirical  Bayes  analysis.     It  is 
rather  difficult  to  get  a  clear  picture  from  an  inspection  of      alone  of 
how  the  school-level  variables  affect  the  relationship  between  post-test 
scores  and  the  various  individual  level  covariates.     In  part,  the  diffi- 
culty is  due  to  colinearity  among  these  covariates.     One  way  around  this 
problem  is  to  derive  the  prediction  equations  for  various  kinds  of 
schools  and  note  differences  and  similarities. 

For  this  purpose,  the  original  sample  of  nearly  1,000  schools  was 
organized  in  a  2x3  contingency  table  of  school  sector  x  school  SES 
level; 


SECTOR 


SES 

LOW 

MED 

HIGH 

PUBLIC 

54 

81 

24 

CATHOLIC 

6 

9 

26 

Each  entry  in  the  table  is  the  number  of  sample  schools  in  each  cell.  A 
"typical"  school  for  each  cell  (leaving  out  the  middle  SES  schools)  was 
obtained  by  taking  the  average  component-wise  of  the  Z-vectors  of  the 
schools  in  the  cell.    This  typical  Z -vector  was  then  multiplied  against 
— VOCAB  t0  Produce  a  vector  of  regression  coefficients  that  can  be 
thought  of  as  typical  of  schools  in  that  cell.    Vectors  for  four  typical 
schools  are  displayed  below: 
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PUB  LOU 


PUB  HIGH 


CAT11  LOW 


CATH  HIGH 


PSEUDO 
PRE-TEST 
NR  COURS 
8E8  BY 
LOC  CN  B 


0.1819 
0.8562 
0.5722 
0.4867 
1.0052 


2.9133 
0.6890 
0.4919 
0.3867 
0.7097 


1.8773 
0.8392 
0.6001 
0.3448 
0.5336 


4.8141 
0.6687 
0.5521 
0.1356 
0.1814 


We  not*  torn*  Interesting  patterns  snong  the  coefficients.  The  low 
SES  schools  havs  stsspsr  slopss  but  lower  intercepts  than  the  high  SES 
schools.  In  perticuler,  the  regression  of  post-test  on  pre-test  is 
strongsr  in  ths  low  SES  schools.  It  csn  bs  deduced  from  more  detailed 
study  of  i  thst  these  differences  sriss  principally  because  of  differ- 
ences in  two  school-level  vsrisblss:  school  SES  snd  tneen  score  on 
pre-test,  suggesting  ths  presence  of  s  csiling  effect. 

Another  approach  to  understsnding  differences  among  schools  is  to 
plot  the  regression  planss  for  ths  different  schools  and  observe 
differences  in  ths  rsgion  of  intsrsst  for  student-level  data. 
Unfortunately,  the  dimensionality  of  the  data  precludes  full  adoption  of 
this  suggsstion.    Nonetheless,  we  csn  dsvslop  a  two-dimensional 
approximation. 

Por  each  of  the  four  cells,  ths  two  sectors  and  the  two  extreme  SES 
cells,  we  identify  three  student  composites;    one  with  student  variable 
values  squal  to  ths  sverage  over  all  students  in  the  cell,  one  with 
vsluss  squal  to  one  standard  dsviation  below  the  average  for  all 
students  in  the  cell,  and  one  with  values  equsl  to  one  standard 
deviation  above  the  average  for  all  students.    For  each  of  these  three 
"students,"  the  post-test  score  is  computed  and  plotted  against  the 
pre-test  score  value  for  that  student.    (Thus  all  the  explanatory 
variables  contribute  to  the  calculation  of  the  criterion,  but  the  result 
is  graphed  against  only  one  of  the  variables.)    Figure  12-1  contains  the 
results  for  the  vocabulary  examination.    The  plotted  lines  show  a 
remarkable  resemblance,  suggesting  that  in  the  region  of  interest,  the 
relationship  between  the  post-test  score  and  the  student-level  variables 
is  effectively  the  same. 

The  results  for  the  mathematics  and  science  tests  were  similar  to 
those  for  vocabulary,  perhaps  leaning  more  in  the  direction  of  homo- 
geneity of  prediction  planes  across  schools.    The  Y_-ma trices  for  the  two 
tests  are  presented  below: 
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Figure  12-1 


Predicted  Posttest  Score:  Vocabulary 

Per  Thro  HypothtHoel  Studonto  In  toeh  Typo  of  School 
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1  3 


1  5 
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PUBLIC,    LOW  SES 
PUBLIC,     HIGH  SES 
CATH,     LOW  SES 
CAT  H  ,     HIGH    SE S 
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PSEU- 

Z 

cov 

WHITE 

PSEUDO 

0.6490 

0.8126 

PRETEST 

0.7161 

-0.0331 

NR  COURS 

2.0596 

0.1531 

SES  BY 

0.4844 

-0.0122 

LOC  CN  B 

0.4856 

-0.1346 

Y_MATH 

ADV 

DIS 

RAT 

OFFER 

PROB 

INST 

1.0111 

-0.0868 

-0.6649 

-0.0194 

-0.0174 

0.0021 

0.2301 

0.1542 

0.0356 

-0.0522 

-0.1708 

-0.0007 

-0.4541 

0.0410 

0.3057 

SCHL  PRE 
PUBLIC      SES  MEAN 

0.4397  1,8200  -1.1633 
0.0133  -0.0126  0.0573 
0.0850    0.2585  -0.5793 
-0.2402  -0.1886  0.1870 
-0.1829  -0.6423  0.5504 


PSEU-  % 
COV  WHITE 

PSEUDO  2.4505  0.6001 

PRETEST  0.7116  -0.0357 

NR  COURS  0.3396  0.0678 

SES  BY  0.3172  -0.0408 

LOC  CN  B  0.1845  -0.1098 


Y_SCIENCE 

ADV         DIS  RAT 
OFFER       PROB  INST 

0.1624  -0.8222  0.^,37 
0.0129    0.0338  -0.0157 
0.0140    0.0410  0.0111 
-0.1584  -0.03003  0.1215 
-0.1067    0.1970  -0.1104 


SCHL  PRE 
PUBLIC      SES  MEAN 

-1.0344    0.6851  -0.0812 
0.0496  -0.0223  0.0082 

-0.0594    0.0401  -0.0916 

-0.1443    0.2418  -0.0660 
0.2054  -0.1663  0.1159 


The  coefficients  of  the  prediction  equations  for  typical  schools  in 
four  cells  of  the  school  sector  x  SES  matrix  are  also  presented: 

MATH 


PUB  LOW 


PUB  HIGH 


CATH  LOW 


CATH  HIGH 


PSEUDO 
PRETEST 
NR  COURS 
SES  BY 
LOC  CN  B 


-0.7789 
0.7235 
2.0954 
0.4829 
0.7358 


3.2767 
0.7212 
2.2400 
0.2153 
-0.3506 


-3.1448 
0.7010 
1.8470 
0.9007 
1.6669 


0.9599 
0.6887 
2.0034 
0.6195 
0.6584 


SCIENCE 


PSEUDO 
PRETEST 
NR  COURS 
SES  BY 
LOC  CN  B 


PUB  LOW 

0.7812 
0.7720 
0.2587 
0.1931 
0.5066 


PUB  HIGH 

3.2641 
0.7051 
0.3405 
0.4025 
-0.0205 


CATH  LOW 

2.4114 
0.6923 
0.4551 
0.3440 
0.1652 


CATH  HIGH 

4.9294 
0.6119 
0.5407 
0.5501 
-0.2990 


We  note  that  for  mathematics,  the  slopes  on  pre-test  are  nearly 
identical  and  the  slopes  on  number  of  courses  offered  are  quite  similar. 
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On  the  other  hand,  for  science  the  slopes  on  pre-test,  while  similar, 
more  clearly  exhibit  a  pattern  similar  to  vocabulary,  with  the  typical 
low  SES  school  having  a  slightly  higher  slope  than  the  typical  high  SES 
school  within  each  school  sector.    Figures  12-2  and  12-3  display  plots 
of  post-test  scores  (calculated  for  three  composite  students  and  based 
on  all  four  student-level  variables)  plotted  against  the  corresponding 
pre-test  scores.     In  each  figure,  the  regression  lines  are  remarkably 
similar. 

This  inference  is  buttressed  by  the  results  of  a  discriminant 
analysis  that  vas  run  on  the  110  schools  in  the  4-school  sector  x  SES 
cells.    The  within-school  vectors  of  regression  coefficients,  estimated 
by  empirical  Bayes,  were  the  school  characteristics  analyzed.  A 
two-dimensional  discriminant  analysis  yielded  correct  classifications 
slightly  more  than  75  percent  of  the  time.    A  discriminant  analysis  on 
the  vectors  of  regression  coefficients  was  also  run  for  the  other  two 
tests.    The  percent  correctly  classified  was  31%  for  mathematics  and  64% 
for  science. 

The  above  analysis  has  proved  disappointing,  in  some  sense,  because 
of  the  apparent  homogeneity  of  the  regression  planes  across  a  variety  of 
schools.    Another  approach  is  to  try  to  identify  atypical  schools  and 
then  to  study  their  characteristics  for  clues  to  their  atypicality.  To 
this  end,  we  focussed  on  the  intercept  and  the  coefficient  of  pre-test 
of  each  school's  regression  plane  for  a  given  test.    The  distribution  of 
intercepts  was  tabulated  and  divided  into  thirds,  labelled  LO,  MED,  and 
HI.    The  distribution  of  slopes  was  treated  similarly.     Ignoring  the 
intermediate  category,  a  2x2  table  was  constructed  and  the  appropriate 
counts  determined.    These  are  presented  below: 


VOCABULARY 


MATHEMATICS 


SCIENCE 


S 
L 
0 
P 
E 


LO 

2 

AO 

23 

12 

0 

A9 

HI 

AO 

1 

13 

21 

AO 

0 

LO 

HI 

LO 

HI 

LO 

HI 

INTERCEPT 


INTERCEPT 


INTERCEPT 


We  note  that  for  the  vocabulary  and  science  tests  there  are  very 
few,  if  any,  schools  that  are  simultaneously  low  or  simultaneously  high 
on  both  coefficients,  indicating  that  there  are  no  exceptional  schools 
for  these  tests.    For  mathematics,  however,  the  situation  is  quite 
different,  with  a  fair  number  of  exceptional  schools  (of  two  kinds)  in 
evidence.    A  discriminant  analysis  suggests  that  the  exceptionally  good 
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Figure  12-2 


Predicted  Posttest  Score:  Mathematics 

For  Thru  Hypefh«4leol  Studtnt*  fn  teth  Typ*  of  School 
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Figure  12-3 


Predicted  Posttest  Score:  Science 

For  Thru  Hypothetical  Stud«nt«  In  Eoeh  Typo  of  School 
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schools  (steep  slope  and  high  intercept)  can  be  distinguished  by  the 
amount  of  advanced  course  offerings,  higher  pre-test  scores,  and  fewer 
discipline  problems. 

D.  CONCLUSIONS 

A  hierarchical  empirical  Bayes  procedure  was  used  to  estimate  within 
school  regressions  as  well  as  their  relationship  to  school  characteris- 
tics.   The  within-school  regressions  were  a  weighted  combination  of  both 
within-school  information  and  between-school  information,  where  the 
weights  were  inversely  proportional  to  the  variance  of  the  within-  and 
between-school  estimators.    Thus,  the  within-school  regressions  were 
shrunk  towards  a  hyperplane  defined  by  the  characteristics  of  each 
school  and  the  overall  pattern  of  within-school  regressions.  These 
analyses  were  carried  out  for  mathematics,  science,  and  vocabulary. 

The  results  suggest  that: 

o    In  science  and  vocabulary  the  within-school  slopes  of  post-test 
on  pre-test  were  highly  confounded  with  the  school  intercept. 
This  finding  suggests  tue  possibility  of  a  test  ceiling  effect  or 
that  the  science  and  vocabulary  areas  may  be  less  curriculum- 
sensitive  and/or  may  depend  more  on  the  input  abilities. 

o    In  mathematics,  the  within-school  slopes  of  post-test  on  pre-test 
were  more  independent  of  the  intercepts,  suggesting  that  growth 
in  mathematics,  may  be  more  sensitive  to  curriculum  than  is  growth 
in  science  and  vocabulary. 

o    In  the  mathematics  area,  a  discriminant  analysis  was  run  using 
school  characteristics  to  discriminate  among  groups  of  schools 
characterized  by  steep  vs.  flat  slopes  and/or  high  or  low 
intercepts.    The  results  of  this  analysis  suggested  that  those 
schools  with  more  disciplinary  problems  tended  to  be  schools 
characterized  by  both  low  intercepts  and  flat  slopes.  Schools 
with  high  intercepts  and  high  slopes  tended  to  offer  more 
advanced  courses  and  to  have  higher  pre-test  scores  and  a 
relatively  low  frequency  of  disciplinary  problems. 

For  all  three  tests,  the  regression  equations  for  schools  typical 
of  different  school  types  (public/Catholic  and  low/high  SES) 
yielded  very  similar  predicted  post-test  scores  for  a  given  set 
of  student  level  inputs. 
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Chapter  13 

SUMMARY  AND  POLICY  IMPLICATIONS 

This  project,  the  second  part  of  A  Study  of  High  School  Excellence 
funded  by  the  Center  for  Statistics  (CS),  was  designed  to  relate 
changes  in  the  cognitive  achievement  and  social  development  of  high 
school  students  to  their  school  experience  during  their  last  two  years 
of  high  school.    The  study  revealed  that  students  made  significant 
gains  in  all  tested  areas — vocabulary,  reading,  mathematics,  science 
and  writing — between  their  sophomore  and  senior  years  in  high  school. 
These  gains  were  observed  for  all  major  racial/ethnic  groups.  They 
were  greatest  for  students  who:    1)  enrolled  in  an  academic  curriculum, 
2)  attended  a  school  with  a  strong  academic  emphasis  and  a  positive 
school  climate,  and  3)  took  a  large  number  of  non-remedial  courses  in 
the  "New  Basics."  The  major  findings  of  this  study,  their  relationship 
to  the  cross-sectional  study,  and  the  policy  implications  of  the 
longitudinal  study  are  reported  below. 

A.    SUMMARY  OF  STUDY  FINDINGS 

*•    Student  and  Family  Background  Characteristics  in  the  Sophomore  Year 

It  is  estimated  that  in  1980,  76  percent  of  high  school  sophomores 
were  White,  13  percent  were  Black,  and  8  percent  were  Hispanic.  Approx- 
imately 91  percent  of  these  students  were  enrolled  in  public  high 
schools,  6  percent  in  Catholic  schools,  and  3  percent  in  other  private 
schools.    About  70  percent  of  the  sophomores  lived  with  both  natural 
parents,  one-third  had  changed  schools  because  their  family  had  moved, 
and  about  13  percent  had  repeated  a  grade.    The  average  student  reported 
that  his  or  her  parents  kept  close  track  of  school  progress,  but 
parental  involvement  with  the  school  was  low.    The  average  family 
provided  a  variety  of  both  study  aids  in  the  home  and  opportunities  for 
non-school  learning.    There  were  substantial  variations  on  most  of  these 
measures,  however,  especially  across  socioeconomic  groups. 

Students  who  later  became  dropouts  differed  significantly  from 
students  who  remained  in  school.    In  comparing  their  1980  base-year 
characteristics,  dropouts: 

o    had  lower  test  scores  and  lower  school  grades; 
o    did  less  homework; 

o  had  lower  self-esteem  and  less  sense  of  control  over  their  lives; 
o    had  more  disciplinary  problems  in  school; 

o    dated  more  frequently  and  spent  more  time  driving  and  riding 
around;  and 
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o    had  parents  who  were  less  likely  to  know  what  the  students  were 
doing. 

The  major  reasons  for  dropping  out  of  school,  as  reported  by  these 
individuals  in  1982,  were:    did  not  like  school  (33  percent),  poor 
grades  (33  percent),  offered  a  job  and  chose  to  work  (20  percent), 
getting  married  (18  percent),  and  could  not  get  along  with  teachers 
(16  percent).    Nearly  one-quarter  of  the  female  dropouts  cited  pregnancy 
as  a  reason  for  leaving  school. 

2.    How  Did  Students  Change  in  Their  Last  Two  Years  of  High  School? 

Students  underwent  changes  between  their  sophomore  and  senior  years, 
including  the  following: 

a.    Student  Behaviors 

o    A  significant  number  of  students  moved  out  of  the  general 
curriculum  into  the  vocational  or  academic  curriculum  during 
the  last  two  years  of  high  school.    In  their  sophomore  year, 
43  percent  of  the  students  who  stayed  in  high  school  were 
enrolled  in  the  general  curriculum  and  19  percent  in  the 
vocational  curriculum.    By  the  senior  year,  33  percent  of  the 
students  reported  participation  in  the  general  curriculum  and 
27  percent  in  the  vocational  curriculum. 

o    The  average  high  school  student  earned  about  22  Carnegie 

Units  in  grades  9-12*    While  the  total  number  of  units  varied 
little  across  curriculum  tracks,  the  average  number  of  units 
earned  in  the  "New  Basics"  ranged  from  15.5  in  the  academic 
curriculum  to  12  in  the  general  ^ducation  and  11  in  the 
vocational  education  curriculum.      When  remedial  courses, 
functional  level  courses  (such  as  general  mathematics  and 
functional  biology),  vocational  mathematics,  English  courses, 
and  ESL  courses  are  excluded,  academic  students  earned  13.7 
units,  compared  to  9.4  units  for  general  education  students 
and  8.4  for  vocational  education  students.    There  were 
racial/ethnic,  gender  and  school  type  differences  in 
course-taking  behavior  within  each  of  these  three  curricular 
areas  as  well. 


The  "New  Basics"  include  courses  in  English,  mathematics,  sciences, 
social  studies,  foreign  languages,  and  computer  science.    Data  are 
drawn  from  the  transcript  file,  not  from  student  self-reports  of 
courses  taken. 
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o    The  mean  amount  of  homework  done  by  students  decreased 
slightly  between  the  students1  sophomore  and  senior  years, 
but  averaged  only  about  four  hours  a  week  at  both  points  in 
time. 

o    All  types  of  school  attendance  problems  (unexcused  absences, 
tardiness,  cutting  classes,  and  suspension  or  probation) 
increased  during  the  last  two  years  of  high  school,  but 
serious  disciplinary  problems  decreased. 

o    Students  were  more  likely  to  do  paid  work  as  seniors  than  as 
sophomores  (64  versus  42  percent  of  the  students),  and  to 
work  more  hours  a  week  (approximately  16  hours  per  week  in 
the  senior  year  compared  to  9  hours  per  week  in  the  sophomore 
year).    Attitudes  toward  work  became  more  positive. 

o    Students  watched  less  television  as  seniors  (approximately  2 
hours  per  day)  than  as  sophomores  (3  hours  per  day). 

Post-High  School  Educational  and  Occupational  Plans 

o    There  was  a  downward  shift  in  students'  post-high  school 
educational  plans  between  the  sophomore  and  senior  year  in 
high  school.    The  percentage  of  students  planning  to  enter  a 
four-year  college  declined  from  41  to  35  percent,  while  tthe 
percentage  planning  to  enter  an  academic  program  in  a  two- 
year  college  rose  from  6  to  10  percent.    There  was  also  a 
small  shift  upward  in  the  proportion  of  students  planning  to 
work  full-time  directly  after  high  school.    The  long-term 
educational  plans  of  dropouts  also  decreased  over  the  two- 
year  period,  but  the  typical  dropout  still  intended  to  finish 
high  school  eventually. 

o    Long-term  occupational  aspirations  also  changed  between  the 
sophomore  and  senior  year.    The  percentage  of  students 
aspiring  to  high  level  professional  occupations  decreased, 
while  the  proportion  aspiring  to  lower  level  professional 
occupations,  technical  and  managerial  jobs,  increased. 

Attitudes  and  Values 

o    Students  placed  less  importance  as  seniors  than  as  sophomores 
on  altruistic  values,  such  as  working  to  correct  social  and 
economic  inequities  or  serving  as  a  leader  in  the  community. 

o    By  1982,  self-concept  became  more  positive  for  both  stayers 
and  for  dropouts.    Students  who  stayed  in  school  showed  an 
increased  sense  of  control  over  their  lives,  but  dropouts 
showed  no  change  on  the  locus  of  control  measure. 
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o    Students  were  less  likely  to  hold  sex-role  stereotyped 
attitudes  as  seniors  than  as  sophomores. 

Tested  Achievement 

Students  made  significant  gains  on  all  achievement  tests  between 
their  sophomore  and  senior  years  in  high  school.  The  test  score 
means  and  gains  are  summarized  in  Table  13-1. 

Table  13-1 


Changes  in 

Tested  Achievement 

for  School  Stayers, 

1980-1982 

Mean 

Mean 

Estimated 

Test 

Sophomore 

Senior 

Difference 

Vocabulary 

9.02 

11.17 

2.15 

Reading 

7.16 

8.54 

1.38 

Mathematics 

13.43 

15.43 

2.00 

Science 

9.27 

10.23 

0.96 

Writing 

8.92 

10.61 

1.69 

In  most  cases,  the  test  score  gains  were  greater  for  students  in 
the  academic  curriculum  than  for  students  in  the  general  and 
vocational  curricula.    There  was  no  difference  in  gains  by 
curriculum  on  the  writing  test,  and  there  was  little  variation 
in  gains  by  curriculum  on  the  science  test.    This  suggests  that 
these  two  measures  may  be  less  sensitive  indicators  of  the 
impact  of  some  school  processes  than  the  other  three  tests. 

Dropouts  also  showed  gains  in  tested  achievement  (see  Table 
13-2).    These  gains  were  considerably  smaller  than  those  for 
individuals  who  remained  in  school,  especially  for  mathematics. 

Table  13-2 

Change  in  Tested  Achievement  for  High  School  Dropouts,  1980-1982 


Test 

Vocabulary 

Reading 

Mathematics 

Science 

Writing 


Mean 

Mean 

Estimated 

Sophomore 

Senior 

Difference 

5.60 

7.20 

1.60 

4.28 

5.19 

0.91 

5.88 

6.31 

0.43 

6.51 

7.15 

0.64 

5.41 

6.71 

1.30 
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3.    Determinants  of  Achievement  Gain 


„r>itl  If       i  T  7    Cal  aPProaches  "s  well  as  different  observational 

t      anal*sls  were  used  ^  order  to  identify  those  factors  that 
impacted  achievement  gains.    The  following  summaries  highlight  the 
demographics,  student  behaviors  and  attitudes,  and  school  processes 

It™*  11  JmPaCt  83lnf  elth"  dlrectly  «  indirectly.    Indirect  impact 
means  that  a  particular  variable  (or  class  of  variables)  seems  to  affect 
changes  in  some  other  student  behavior  which  was  shown  to  have  a  direct 
Impact  on  gains. 


Lcs 


a*    Relationship  between  Test  Score  Gains  and  Demography 

o    1980  to  1982  gains  were  observed  in  all  achievement  areas  for 
both  in-school  students  and  dropouts.    Relative  gains  were 
greater  for  those  who  remained  in  school  than  for  those  who 
dropped  out, 

o    Gains  were  observed  in  all  achievement  areas  for  all  major 
racial/ethnic  groups  who  remained  in  school. 

o    Among  in-school  students,  whites  gained  relatively  more  than 
Blacks  and  Hispanics  in  vocabulary  and  science.    There  were 
no  practical  differences  in  gains  between  racial/ethnic 
groups  in  reading,  mathematics  and  writing. 

o    Among  in-school  students,  males  gained  relatively  more  than 
females  ln  mathematics  and  science.    Females  gained  more  than 
males  in  writing. 

o    Dropping  out  of  high  school  reduced  the  size  of  gains  for  all 
students,  but  the  reduction  varied  by  racial/ethnic  and  sex 
groups  and  by  achievement  area.    Growth  in  general  language 
development  areas,  such  as  vocabulary  and  reading,  suffered 
the  most  for  Blacks,  Hispanics  and  women  who  dropped  out. 
Some  subgroups  who  dropped  out  showed  no  gains  in  mathe- 
matics, most  notably  Mexican-Americans. 

b*    -variaD!ileshlPS  betWee"  Gal"S  and  Famllv  Mutational  Sunport 

o    Mother's  educational  aspirations  for  her  child  had  a  positive 
direct  impact  on  gains  in  vocabulary,  mathematics  and 
writing, 

o    Non-school  related  learning  (such  as  travel,  trips  to 

museums,  etc.)  had  a  small  positive  direct  impact  on  gains  in 
vocabulary  and  science.  P  galnS  in 
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o    In  general^  the  family  educational  support  variables  had  an 
indirect  impact  on  gains  "working  through11  student  school 
behaviors  which,  in  turn,  had  a  direct  impact  on  gains. 

Relationship  between  Attitudes  and  Achievement  Gains 

o    Locus  of  control — the  belief  that  one's  success  or  failure 
depends  on  one's  own  initiatives — was  positively  related  to 
gains  in  vocabulary,  reading  and  writing. 

Relationships  between  School  Characteristics,  School  Processes 
and  Achievement  Gains 

For  students  who  remained  in  school,  several  school  process  and 
school-related  student  behavior  variables  contributed  to 
achievement  gains. 

o    The  academic  emphasis  of  the  school.    Gains  were  greater  in 
schools  where  a  large  percentage  of  students  were  enrolled  in 
the  academic  curriculum  and  in  schools  which  offered  a  large 
number  of  non-remedial  courses  in  the  "New  Basics." 

o    The  climate  of  the  school.    Students  showed  larger  achieve- 
ment gains  in  schools  that  reported  few  disciplinary  problems 
and  where  a  lack  of  parental  interest  in  the  school  was  not 
considered  a  problem. 

o    Student  ratings  of  their  schools.    Students  were  asked  to 
rate  the  quality  of  their  teachers  and  of  the  instruction 
that  they  received.    Achievement  gains  were  greater  in 
schools  with  higher  average  student  ratings. 

o    Course  exposure.    In  each  achievement  area,  the  number  of 
courses  that  a  student  took  beyond  the  remedial  or  functional 
level  was  positively  related  to  test  score  gain. 

o    Homework.    Other  things  being  equal,  students  who  did  more 
homework  showed  greater  test  score  gains. 

o    Curriculum.     Students  enrolled  in  the  academic  curriculum 
showed  greater  gains  than  did  students  enrolled  in  the 
general  curriculum,  and  both  groups  did  better  than  students 
in  the  vocational  track.    This  is  due  primarily  to  variations 
in  course-taking  behavior  by  students  in  different  curricula: 
The  average  number  of  non-remedial  courses  in  the  "New 
Basics"  was  highest  in  the  academic  curriculum,  followed  by 
the  general  and  then  by  the  vocational  curricula. 
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B.    RELATING  THE  TWO  STUDIES 

8tudJ8i^!ated  *i  'S6  first,chaPter  of  ^is  report,  this  longitudinal 
IdlZtiL    M8C     14  relat6d  8tUdleS  °f  excel^n«  In  high  school 

UtIa  Jn5;  J    i6^       cro88-8ecti°^l  ^udy  (Rock  et  al.,  1985b)  com- 
pared Individuals  who  were  high  school  seniors  in  1972  with  individuals 
who  were  seniors  in  1980.    This  cross-sectional  study  revealed  a  decline 
"    "J    "h*evenent  J*  vocabulary,  reading  and  mathematics.  Results 

Sl™??^?  Chan868  ln  8tudent8'  8cho°l  behaviors  and  in  school 

characteristics  were  the  major  factors  in  the  test  score  change.  The 
changes  that  contributed  most  to  the  decline  were:     (1)  a  shift  of 

ofUsem«Laray  fT°m  J11?  a"^miC  cu"iculum'  (2)  a  decrease  in  the  number 
of  semesters  of  social  studies,  science,  and  foreign  languages  taken  by 
students,  and  (3)  a  drop  In  the  amount  of  homework  done.    In  addition, 
certain  school  characteristics,  such  as  the  dropout  rate  and  the  pro- 
Ihl  ,11,   ■    r  enrolled  in  the  academic  curriculum,  contributed  to 

score  decUn"  Ration  shifts  had  little  effect  on  the  test 

1.  Curriculum  Choice 

Both  the  cross-sectional  and  the  longitudinal  studies  found  that 

th7ac±YaS  8tf°n?ly  relat6d  t0  t68t  8Cores-    Student8  ^o  entered 
the  academic  curriculum  tended  to  have  higher  scores  than  students  who 

entered  the  general  and  the  vocational  curricula.    The  cross-sectional 
study  showed  that  the  1972-1980  shift  of  students  away  from  the  academic 
curriculum  was  a  major  factor  In  the  test  score  decline.    The  long?-  ' 
tudinal  study  showed  that  students  who  enrolled  in  the  academic 
curriculum  had  greater  test  score  gains  than  students  in  th>  other 
curricula     Much  of  this  difference  can  be  explained  by  variations  In 
course-taking  patterns  In  different  curricula;  nations  in 

2.  Course  Taking 

In  the  cross-sectional  analysis,  a  drop  in  the  frequency  with  which 

a  UforeiJTrted  takln*  "'"""-al"  college-preparaJlon  bourses  suet 
as  foreign  languages,  science,  and /or  courses  requiring  laboratory  work 
contributed  to  test  score  decline.    The  longitudinal  sfudy  of  g2. 

luZlr  lYn    ln  fChlevement  I"***  gains  were  relateTto  the 

number  of  non- remedial  courses  taken. 

3.  Homework 

l972TandaS;t  ImsT^  ^      ^  8Ch°o1  8enlors  declined  between 
Hit    *    J?        Th±S  decline  contributed  to  the  cross-sectional  test 
score  decline.    The  longitudinal  study  showed  that  the  amoun?  of 

anete0s^ed0arel"  P°8itlVely  related  to  achievement  gains  in  virtually 
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4.    School  ProctiMi 

A  number  of  school  processes  appeared  to  contribute  tc  the  cross- 
sectional  teat  score  decline:    an  Increase  in  the  proportion  of  students 
who  reported  the  need  for  a  atronger  academic  emphasis  it:  their  high 
school,  an  increaae  in  the  percentage  of  achoola  with  a  high  dropout 
rate i  and  a  decreaae  in  students*  rating  of  the  quality  of  their 
achoola.    In  the  longitudinal  study,  the  academic  emphasis  of  the  high 
school,  school  climate,  and  atudent  ratings  of  the  quality  of 
instruction  in  their  schools  contributed  to  achievement  gains  in  the 
laat  two  yeara  of  high  school. 

C.    POLICY  IMPLICATIONS 

One  of  the  major  objectives  of  this  study  was  to  identify  the  Impact 
of  the  laat  two  yeara  of  high  school  on  galna  In  teated  achievement  and 
to  identify  thoae  achool  processes  that  contributed  most  to  these  gains. 
Our  atudy  ahowa  that  achoola  do  make  a  difference.    However,  all 
atudenta  do  not  have  equal  access  to  the  school  processes  that 
contribute  moat  to  teat  acore  gain. 

1.    Schoola  Do  Make  a  Difference 

First,  students  who  stayed  in  high  school  until  they  graduated 
showed  larger  galna  in  all  the  areaa  of  tested  achievement  than  did 
dropouts.    In  addition,  early  dropouts  who  later  participated  in  a  GED 
or  training  program  ahowed  greater  gains  than  did  early  dropouts  who  did 
not  receive  any  further  education. 

Second,  there  are  a  aet  of  identifiable  achool  factors  and 
school-related  atudent  behavlora  that  explain  a  significant  portion  of 
achievement  galna  for  all  students.    Exposure  to  courses  In  the  "New 
Basics, M  enrollment  in  an  academic  curriculum,  and  attendance  In  a 
achool  that  provides  academic  emphasis  and  rigor  and  has  a  positive 
school  climate  are  Important  factors  contributing  to  gains  in  tested 
achievement.    Other  thlnga  being  equal,  these  variables  have  a  similar 
impact  on  achievement  gains  for  all  groups  of  students,  whether  White  or 
Black,  male  or  female,  or  enrolled  In  a  public  or  In  a  Catholic  school. 
These  positive  school  processes,  however,  are  more  likely  to  be  found  In 
Catholic  than  in  public  schools. 

Third,  schools  have  been  most  effective  in  reducing  differential 
achievement  gains  in  reading  and  mathematics,  content  areas  that  are 
most  sensitive  to  formal  schooling.    Schools  have  been  less  effective  in 
reducing  differential  gains  in  vocabulary,  probably  because  vocabulary 
is  more  influenced  by  family  and  peers. 

Fourth,  it  appears  that  programs  emphasizing  basic  skills  in  reading 
and,  to  a  somewhat  lesser  extent,  in  mathematics,  have  been  effective  In 
halting  the  growth  of  the  achievement  gap  between  White  and  minority 
students  and  between  students  of  different  socioeconomic  levels. 
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2.    Access  to  School  Processes  Is  Unequal 

Unfortunately,  access  to  the  school  processes  that  affect  gain  Is 
not  equal.    Although  access  within  schools  does  not  appear  to  favor  one 
racial/ethnic  group  over  another,  students  attending  schools  with  a  low 
SES  student  population  are  exposed  to  a  different  set  of  educational 
opportunities  than  are  students  attending  schools  with  a  high  SES 
population.    For  example,  low  SES  schools  have  a  smaller  proportion  of 
students  enrolled  in  the  academic  curriculum;  offer  fewer  advanced 
academic  courses  (particularly  trigonometry,  calculus,  third  and  fourth 
years  of  a  foreign  language  and  Advanced  Placement  courses);  require 
college  preparatory  students  to  take  fewer  mathematics,  science  and 
foreign  language  courses;  have  higher  rates  of  absenteeism,  suspension, 
and  other  disciplinary  problems;  report  less  parental  interest  in  the 
school;  have  fewer  students  rating  the  quality  of  instruction  highly; 
and  have  less  money  to  spend  on  educational  programs. 

Who  attends  low  SES  schools?    Blacks  and  other  minority  students  are 
nearly  four  times  as  likely  to  attend  these  schools  as  are  White 
students.    In  1980,  12  percent  of  the  White  and  46  percent  of  the  Black, 
Mexican-American,  and  Puerto  Rican  high  school  sophomores  were  enrolled 
in  such  schools.    In  contrast,  30  percent  of  the  White  and  only  10 
percent  of  the  minority  students  attended  schools  with  a  high  average 
SES  student  population.    When  students  are  grouped  by  racial/ethnic 
group  and  by  school  SES,  there  is  no  meaningful  variation  within  school 
SES  in  any  of  the  school  variables  discussed  above.    In  fact,  low  SES 
minority  students  are  likely  to  have  more  access  to  remedial  education 
programs  and  slightly  more  access  to  academic  courses  than  are  low  SES 
Whites. 

3«    What  Kinds  of  Policies  Do  These  Findings  Suggest? 

Educational  policies  should  be  directed  toward  improving  schools  and 
toward  equalizing  access  to  educational  opportunities  for  all  students. 
In  particular,  these  policies  should  address  school  standards,  special 
programs,  access  to  educational  programs,  the  role  of  the  family  in 
supporting  learning,  and  the  dropout  problem. 

o    All  students  should  receive  solid  preparation  in  the  "New 

Basics"— English,  mathematics,  science,  history  and  other  social 
studies,  and  computer  science. 

o    In  addition  to  the  "New  Basics,"  students  entering  high  school  at 
an  educational  disadvantage  should  also  receive  remedial 
services.    Schools  must  give  consideration  to  how  these  students 
can  obtain  both  basic  skills  and  subject  matter  competencies  in  a 
four-year  program. 

o    All  students  should  have  an  equal  opportunity  to  take  advanced 
academic  offerings,  such  as  honors  and  Advanced  Placement 
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courses,  calculus  or  other  advanced  mathematics  courses, 
specialized  science  courses,  etc.    These  opportunities  could  be 
provided  in  one  of  three  ways.    First,  curricular  offerings  could 
be  enriched  in  all  schools  so  that  students  attending  low  SES 
schools  have  the  same  educational  opportunities  as  students 
attending  other  schools.    Second,  in  large  communities,  magnet 
schools  could  be  created  to  provide  specialized  academic 
programs.    Third,  students  could  receive  financial  support  (e.g., 
vouchers)  to  attend  those  public  or  private  secondary  schools  or 
post-secondary  institutions  that  already  offer  advanced  academic 
courses. 

The  first  approach  way  not  be  cost-effective,  since  these  kinds 
of  courses  may  be  of  interest  to  only  a  limited  number  of 
students  in  any  school.    Under  the  second  and  third  approaches, 
however,  only  a  limited  number  of  students  could  have  physical 
access  to  advanced  academic  programs.    In  addition,  approaches 
that  remove  the  most  academically  able  students  from  the 
neighborhood  high  school  could  have  negative  consequences  for  the 
overall  quality  of  instruction  in  the  neighborhood  school.  For 
example,  it  might  be  difficult  to  attract  good  teachers  for  those 
schools  whose  student  body  consists  primarily  of  non-college 
bound  students. 

Regardless  of  the  educational  program  offered,  the  best  learning 
conditions  and  largest  achievement  gains  are  found  in  schools 
that  set  high  expectations  for  their  students  (including  the 
amount  of  homework  required)  and  that  maintain  a  positive  school 
climate. 

This  study  has  also  shown  the  important  role  that  families  play 
in  encouraging  learning*    Policies  should  be  developed  to 
strengthen  the  home  educational  support  system,  parental  interest 
in  the  school  and  in  the  student's  educational  progress,  and  in 
providing  a  place  to  study  and  opportunities  for  non-school 
learning  experiences.    Policies  should  also  be  designed  to  help 
students  develop  the  understanding  that  they  can  influence  their 
future  through  their  own  educational  efforts. 

Finally,  this  study  identified  the  multi-faceted  nature  of  the 
dropout  problem.     Students  drop  out  of  high  school  for  different 
reasons  and  at  different  points  in  their  high  school  career. 
Preventive  policies  need  to  differentiate  among  groups  of 
potential  dropouts — pregnant  teenagers,  students  with  pressing 
economic  needs,  students  with  school  behavior  problems,  and/or 
students  alienated  from  school  in  other  ways.    For  some  students* 
dropout  prevention  programs  at  the  high  school  level  come  too 
late.    Programs  should  be  started  when  students  first  exhibit 
characteristics  associated  with  high  school  attrition — low 
self-esteem,  poor  grades,  attendance  problems,  and/or  lack  of 
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family  educational  support.    Family-school  cooperation  should  be 
an  integral  part  of  dropout  prevention  at  all  grades.  In 
addition,^  some  dropouts  may  benefit  from  opportunities  to 
continue  their  high  school  education  in  alternative  settings  or 
to  obtain  a  high  school  diploma  through  alternative  routes. 


503 


-443- 


REFERENCES 


Alexander,  K.  L. ,  &  Eckland,  B.  K.  (1975).  Contextual  effects  in  the 
high  school  attainment  process,  American  Sociological  Review,  41, 
963-980.    — 

Alexander,  K.  L. ,  &  Eckland,  B.  K.  (1977).    High  school  context  and  colle 
selectivity:    Institutional  constraints  in  educational  stratifica- 
tion.   Social  Forces,  56,  166-188. 

Alexander,  K.  L.,  &  Pallas,  A.  M.  (1983).    Private  schools  and  public 
policy:    New  evidence  on  cognitive  achievement  in  public  and 
private  schools.    Sociology  of  Education,  56,  170-182. 

Alwin,  D.  F.,  &  Otto,  L.  B.  (1977).    High  school  context  effects  on 
aspirations.    Sociology  of  Education,  50,  259-272. 

Anderson,  C.  S.  (1982).    The  search  for  school  climate:    A  review  of 
the  research.    Review  of  Educational  Research,  52,  368-420. 

Boyd,  L.  H.,  Jr.,  &  Iversen,  G.  R.  (1979).    Contextual  analysis:  Con- 
cepts and  statistical  techniques.    Belmont,  CA:  Wadsworth. 

Boyer,  E.  L.  (1983).    High  school:    A  report  on  American  secondary 
education.    New  York:    Harper  and  Row. 

Braddock,  II,  J.  H.  (1981).    The  issue  is  still  equality  of  educa- 
tional opportunity.    Harvard  Educational  Review,  51(4),  490-496. 

Braun,  H.  I.,  Jones,  D.  H.,  Rubin,  D.  B. ,  &  Thayer,  D.  T.  (1983). 
Empirical  Bayes  estimation  of  coefficients  in  the  general  linear 
model  from  data  of  deficient  rank.    Psychometrika.  48(2) ,  171,  181. 

Bridge,  R.  G.,  Judd,  C.  M. ,  &  Moock,  P.  R.  (1979).    The  determination  of 
educational  outcomes:    The  impact  of  families,  peers,  teachers,  and 
schools.    Cambridge,  Mass.:  Ballinger. 

Brookover,  W.  B. ,  Beamer,  L. ,  Efthim,  H. ,  Hathaway,  D.,  Lezotte,  L.  W. , 
Miller,  S.  K. ,  Passalacqua,  J.,  &  Tornatzky,  L.  (1983).  Creating 
effective  schools.    Holmes  Beach:    Learning  Publications. 

Brown,  B.  W. ,  &  Saks,  D.  H.  (1975).    The  production  and  distribution  of 
cognitive  skills  within  schools.    Journal  of  Political  Economy,  83, 
571-593.   L  — 

Bross,  I.  D.  J.  (1960).    Statistical  criticism.    Cancer,  13,  394-400. 


504 


-444- 


Burstein,  L.  (1980),    The  analysis  of  multilevel  data  in  educational 
research  and  evaluation.    In  D.  C.  Berliner  (Ed.),  Review  of 
Research  in  Education,  American  Educational  Research  Association, 
8,  158-233, 

Cain,  G.  C,  &  Goldberger,  A,  S.     (1983),    Public  and  private  schools 
revisited.    Sociology  of  Education,  36,  208-218. 

Cochran,  W.  G.  (1965),    The  planning  of  observational  studies  of  human 
populations  (with  discussion).    Journal  of  the  Royal  Statistical 
Society,  A,  128,  234-55, 

Cochran,  W.  G.  (1972).    Observational  studies.    In:    Statistical  Papers 
in  Honor  of  George  W.  Suedecor.    Ames,  Iowa:    Iowa  State  University 
Press,  70-90. 

Cochran,  W.  G.,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1973).    Controlling  bias  in  observation- 
al studies:    A  review.    Sankhya,  A,  35,  417-46. 

Cohen,  E. ,  &  Millman,  S.  D.  (1975).    Input-output  analysis  in  public 
education.    Cambridge,  Mass.:  Ballinger. 

Cohen,  M.  (1982).    Effective  schools:    Accumulating  evidence.    American  Educa 
tion,  18(1),  13-16. 

Coleman,  J.  S.,  Campbell,  E.  G. ,  Hobson,  C.  J.,  McPartland,  J.  M.,  Mood, 
A.  M.,  Weinfeld,  F.  D. ,  &  York,  R.  L.  (1966).    Equality  of  educational 
opportunity.    Washington,  D.C.:    Government  Printing  Office. 

Coleman,  J.  S.,  Hoffer,  T. ,  &  Kilgore,  S.  (1981).    "Public  and  private 
schools:    A  report  to  the  National  Center  of  Education  Statistics  by 
the  National  Opinion  Research  Center."    University  of  Chicago,  NORC, 
draft. 

Cook,  R.  D.  (1977).    Detection  of  influential  observations  in  regres- 
sion.   Technometrics,  19,  15-18. 

Cornfield,  J.,  Haenzel,  W. ,  Hammond,  E.  C,  Lilienfeld,  A.  M. ,  Shimkin, 
M.  B.,  &  Wynder,  E.  L.  (1Q59).    Smoking  and  lung  cancer:  Recent 
evidence  and  a  discussion  of  some  questions.    Journal  of  the  National 
Cancer  Institute,  22,  173-200. 

Cox,  D.  R.  (1958).    The  Planning  of  Experiments.    New  York:    John  Wiley. 

D'Araico,  J.  (1982).    Using  effective  schools  studies  to  create  effective 
schools:    No  recipes  yet.    Educational  Leadership,  40(3) ,  60-62. 

Dawid,  A.  P.  (1979).    Conditional  independence  in  statistical  theory 
(with  discussion).    Journal  of  the  Royal  Statistical  Society,  Bf  41, 
1-31. 


ERLC 


505 


445 


Dempster,  A.  P.,  Laird,  N.  M. ,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1977).    Maximum  likeli- 
hood from  incomplete  data  via  the  EM  algorithm.    Journal  of  the  Royal 
Statistical  Society,  Series  B,  39(1) •  1-38. 

Edmonds,  R.  R.  (1979),    Effective  schools  for  the  urban  poor.  Educa- 
tional Leadership.  37,  15-27. 

Edmonds,  R.  R.  (1982),    Programs  of  school  improvement:    An  overview. 
Educational  Leadership,  40(3),  4-11. 

Eulau,  H.  (Ed.)  (1969).    Micro-macro  political  analysis:    Accents  of 
inquiry.    Chicago,  IL:    Aldine  Publishing. 

Fetters,  W.  D.,  Stowe,  P.  S.,  &  Owings,  J.  A,  (1984).    Quality  of 

responses  of  high  school  students  to  questionnaire  items.  Washington , 
D.C.,  National  Center  for  Education  Statistics. 

Fisher,  R.  A.  (1935).    The  Design  of  Experiments.    London:  Hafner. 

Glassman,  N.  S.,  &  Biniaminov,  I.  (1981).    Input-output  analyses  of 
schools.    Review  of  Educational  Research,  51 ,  509-539. 

Goldberger,  A.  S.,  &  Cain,  G.  C.  (1982).  The  causal  analysis  of 
cognitive  outcomes  in  the  Coleman,  Hoffer  and  Kilgore  report. 
Sociology  of  Education.  55,  103-122. 

Goodlad,  J,  I.  (1983).    A  place  called  school:    Prospects  for  the 
future.    New  York:  McGraw-Hill. 

Hamilton,  M.  A.  (1979).    Choosing  a  parameter  for  2x2  tatle  or  2:<2x2 
table  analysis.    American  Journal  of  Epidemiology,  109,  362-275. 

Hanushek,  E.  A.  (1979).    Conceptual  and  empirical  issues  in  the  esti- 
mation of  educational  production  functions.    The  Journal  of  Human 
Resources,  14,  351-388. 

Hauser,  R.  M.  (1969).    Schools  and  the  stratification  process.  American 
Journal  of  Sociology.  74,  587-611. 

Heyns,  B.  L.    Summer  learning  and  the  effects  of  schooling  (1978).  New 
York:    Academic  Press. 

Hoffer,  T.,  Greeley,  A.  M. ,  &  Coleman,  J.  S.     (1984).  Achievement 
growth  in  public  and  Catholic  schools.    Chicago:    National  Opinion 
Research  Center.  Mimeo. 


506 


-446- 


Holland,  P.  W.  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1983).    On  Lord's  paradox.    In  Principals 
of  Modern  Psychological  Measurement:    A  Festschrift  for  Fredrlc  M. 
Lord,  Eds.,  H.  Wainer  and  S.  Messlck.    Hillsdale,  NJ:  Lawrence 
Erlbaum. 

Jencks,  C.  S.,  Smith,  M.,  Acland,  H.,  Bane,  M.  J.,  Cohen,  U. ,  Glntls, 
H.,  Heyns,  B. ,  &  Michelson,  S.  (1972).    Inequality:    A  reassessment 
of  the  effect  of  family  and  schooling  In  America.    New  York:  Basic 
Books • 

Jones,  C,  Clarke,  M. ,  Mooney,  G. ,  McWllllams,  H.,  Crawford,  I., 
Stephenson,  B.,  &  Tourangeau,  R.  (1983).    High  School  and  Beyond 
1980  Senior  Cohort:    First  Follow-up  (1982)  Data  File  User's  Manual. 
Washington,  D.C.:    National  Center  for  Education  Statistics. 

Kemp  thorite,  V.  (1952).    The  design  analysis  of  experiments.    New  York: 
Joan  Wiley  and  Sons. 

Klltgaard,  R.  E.,  &  Hall,  G.  R.  (1973).    A  statistical  search  for 

unusually  effective  schools.  Santa  Monica,  Calif.:  The  Rand  Corpora- 
tion, 1973. 

MacKenzle,  D.  E.  (1983).    Research  for  school  Improvement:    An  appraisal 
of  some  recent  trends.    Educational  Researcher,  _12(4),  5-17. 

Madaus,  G.  F.,  Alraslan,  P.  W.,  &  Kellaghan,  T.  (1980).    School  effec- 
tiveness:   A  reassessment  of  the  evidence.    New  York:  McGraw-Hill. 

McDill,  E.  L.,  &  Rigsby,  L.  C.  (1972).      Structure  and  process  in 
secondary  schools:    The  academic  impact  of  educational  climates. 
Baltimore,  Maryland:    The  Johns  Hopkins  University  Press. 

Mosteller,  F.,  &  Moynihan,  D.  P.  (Eds.)  (1972).    On  "Equality  of 
Educational  Opportunity":    Papers  deriving  from  the  Harvard 
University  faculty  seminar  on  the  Coleman  Report.    New  York: 
Random  House,  1972. 

Murnane,  R.  J.  (1980).    Interpreting  the  evidence  on  school  effective- 
ness.   Working  Paper  No.  830.    New  Haven,  Conn.:    Institute  for 
Social  and  Policy  Studies,  Yale  University. 

Murnane,  R.  J.  (1981).    Evidence,  analysis  and  unanswered  questions. 
Harvard  Educational  Review,  51(4),  483-489. 

National  Commission  on  Excellence  in  Education  (David  P.  Gardner, 
Chair)  (1983) .    A  nation  at  risk:    The  imperative  for  educational 
reform.    Washington,  D.C.:    U.S.  Department  of  Education. 


507 


-447- 


National  Task  Force  on  Education  for  Economic  Growth  (James  B.  Hunt, 
Jr.,  Chair)  (1983).    Education  for  a  high  technology  economy. 
Denver,  Colorado:    Education  Commission  of  the  States.  Draft 
document • 

Noell,  J,     (1982).    Public  and  Catholic  schools:    A  reanalysis  of 

'Public  and  Private  Schools.'    Sociology  of  Education,  55,  123-132. 

Odden,  A.,  &  Webb,  L.  D.  (Eds.).  (1983).    School  finance  and  school 
improvement  linkages  in  the  1980s.    Cambridge,  MA:  Ballinger 
Publishing  Company. 

Peng,  S.  S.,  Fetters,  W.  B»,  &  Owings,  J.  A.  (1982).    Effective  high 
schools:    What  are  their  attributes?    Paper  presented  at  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  American  Psychological  Association,  Washington,  D.C. 

Popper,  K.  (1959),  The  Logic  of  Scientific  Discovery.    New  York:  Harper 
and  Row. 

Rock,  D.  A.,  Ekstrom,  R.  B.,  Goertz,  M.  E.,  Hilton,  T.  L»,  &  Pollack,  J. 
(1985b).    Factors  associated  with  the  decline  of  test  scores  ot  high 
school  seniors,  1972-1980.    Unpublished  report  under  review  by  the 
National  Center  for  Education  Statistics. 

Rock,  D.  A.,  Hilton,  T.  L. ,  Pollack,  J.,  Ekstrom,  R.  B.,  &  Goertz,  M.  E. 
(1985a).    Psychometric  Analysis  of  High  School  and  Beyond  Tests. 
Unpublished  report  under  review  by  the  National  Center  for  Education 
Statistics. 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R.  (1984a).    From  association  to  causation  in  observa- 
tional studies:    The  role  of  tests  of  strongly  ignorable  treatment 
assignment.    Journal  of  the  American  Statistical  Association,  79, 
41-48.  — 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R.  (1984b).    Conditional  permutation  tests  and  the 

propensity  score  in  observational  studies.    Journal  of  the  American 
Statistical  Association,  79,  565-574. 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R.  (1984c),    The  consequences  of  adjustment  for  a  con- 
comitant variable  that  has  been  affected  by  the  treatment.  Journal 
of  the  Royal  Statistical  Society,  Series  A,  L47,  656-666. 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R.,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1983a).    The  central  role  of  the 
propensity  score  in  observational  studies  for  causal  effects. 
Biometrika,  70,  41-55. 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R. ,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1983b).    Assessing  sensitivity  to  an 
unobserved  binary  covariate  in  an  observational  study  with  binary 
outcome.    Journal  of  the  Royal  Statistical  Society,  B,  45,  212-218. 


508 


-448- 


Rosenbaum,  P.  R. ,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1984) •    Reducing  bias  in  observational 
studies  using  subclassif ication  on  the  propensity  score.    Journal  of 
the  American  Statistical  Association,  79,  516-524. 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R. ,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1985a).    Constructing  a  control 

group  by  multivariate  matched  sampling  methods  that  incorporate  the 
propensity  score.    The  American  Statistician,  39,  33-38. 

Rosenbaum,  P.  R.,  &  Rubin,  D.  B.  (1985b).    The  bias  due  to  incomplete 
matching.    Biometrics,  41 ,  to  appear. 

Rubin,  D.B.  (1973a).    Matching  to  remove  bias  in  observational  studies. 
Biometrics,  29,  159-83.    Correction  (1974)  30,  728. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1973b).    The  use  of  matching  and  regression  adjustment  to 
remove  bias  in  observational  studies.    Biometrics,  29,  185-203. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1980).    Using  empirical  Bayes  techniques  in  the  law  school 
validity  studies.    Journal  of  the  American  Statistical  Association, 
75,  801-827. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1974).    Estimating  casual  effects  of  treatments  in  random- 
ized and  nonrandomized  studies.    Journal  of  Educational  Psychology,  66 
688-701. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1976).    Matching  methods  that  are  equal  percent  bias 
reducing:    Some  examples.    Biometrics,  32,  109-20. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1977).    Assignment  to  treatment  group  on  the  basis  of  a 
covariate.    Journal  of  Educational  Statistics,  2>  1-26. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1978).    Bayesian  inference  for  casual  effects:    The  role 
of  randomization.    Annals  of  Statistics,  34-58. 

Rubin,  D.  B.  (1979).    Using  multivariate  matched  sampling  and  regression 
adjustment  to  control  bias  in  observational  studies.    Journal  of  the 
American  Statistical  Association,  74,  318-28. 

Scheffe,  H.  (1958).  The  Analysis  of  Variance.    New  York:    John  Wiley. 

Seber,  G.  A.  (1977).    Linear  Regression  Analysis.    New  York:  John 
Wiley. 

Sizer,  T.  H.  (1984).    Horace's  compromise:    The  dilemma  of  the  American 
high  school  today.    Boston:  Houghton-Mifflin. 

Summers,  A.  A.,  &  Wolfe,  B.  L.  (1979).    Which  school  resources  help 
learning?    Efficiency  and  equity  in  Philadelphia  public  schools 
(ED  139847).    IRCD  Bulletin,  11,  1-15. 


-449 


Twentieth  Century  Fund  (1983) •  Report  of  the  Task  Force  on  Federal 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  Policy,  New  York:  Twentieth 
Century  Fund, 

Willms,  J.  D.  (1983) .    Do  private  schools  produce  higher  levels  of 
academic  achievement?    New  evidence  for  the  tuition  tax  credit 
debate.    In  James,  T.  &  Levin,  H.  M.  (Eds).    Public  dollars  for 
private  schools:    The  case  of  tuition  tax  credits,  Philadelphia: 
Temple  University  Press. 

Willms,  J.  D.  (1984).    Public  and  private  school  outcomes:    Results  from 
the  High  School  and  Beyond  follow-up  study.    Palo  Alto,  CA:  Stanford 
University  Institute  for  Research  on  Educational  Finance  and  Governance, 
Program  Report  No.84-B4. 

Wynne,  E.  A.    Looking  at  good  schools  (1981).    Phi  Delta  Kappan.  62, 
377-381.    —  — 


510 


-451- 


APPENDIX  A 


511 


-453- 
APPENDIX  A 


Some  of  the  population  classification  variables  used  in  this  report 
are  self-explanatory  while  others  need  additional  definition.  Definite 
and  coding  procedures  for  the  latter  are  presented  below. 

SES    -    SES  scores  are  based  on  an  equally  weighted  composite 
consisting  of  father's  and  mother's  education, 
father's  occupation,  family  income  and  selected  house- 
hold items. 

LOW  SES  -  is  the  lower  quartile  of  the  SES  composite 
scores . 

MIDDLE  SES  -  is  the  two  middle  quartiles  of  the  SES 
composite  scores. 

HIGH  SES  -  is  the  upper  quartile  of  the  SES  composite 
scores. 

RACE/ETHNICITY  - 

Individuals  who  responded  to  the  Base  Year  (1980)  Orgin/ 
Descent  question  by  indicating  that  they  belonged  to  one 
of  the  four  Hispanic  groups  (Mexican  American,  Puerto 
Rican,  Cuban,  and  other  Hispanic)  were  coded  in  these 
categories.    Cubans  and  other  Hispanics  were  combined  in 
the  group  designated  "Other  Hispanics."    In  selected 
cross-tabs,  Mexican-Americans,  Puerto  Ricans  and  other 
Hispanics  were  combined  into  a  "Hispanic"  category.  ' 
Individuals  who  responded  to  the  Base  Year  Race  question 
by  indicating  that  they  were  White,  Black,  Asian  Americans 
or  American  Indians  were  coded  in  these  categories. 
Individuals  who  did  not  respond  to  the  Base  Year  questions 
on  Orgin/Descent  and  Race  were  assigned  to  a  racial/ethnic 
group  from  their  responses  to  these  questions  in  the  First 
Follow-up  Year  (1982). 

GEOGRAPHIC 

REGIONS  -     The  four  regions  consisted  of  the  following: 


Northeast  -  New  England  and  Middle  Atlantic 

Northcentral  -  East  North  Central  and  West  North 
Central 

South  -  South  Atlantic,  East  South  Central  and 

West  South  Central 

West  -  Mountain  and  Pacific 


CURRICULUM 


Self  report  in  both  1980  and  1982 
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APPENDUC  B 


JfIiIJiTI0M  °F  HSB  SOPH°MORE  COHORT  RACE  VARIAbLE 

ME  ORIGINALLY  DEFINED  RACE  IN  A  MANNER  SIMILAR  TO  THE  COMPOS  IT  t- 
RACE  VARIABLE  IN  THE  HSB  DATABASES  BASICALLY,  THAT  AN  INDIVIDUAL  ill 

THESE  ASSUMPTIONS  LEO  TO  WEIGHTED  ESTIMATES  OF  HISPANICS  IN  THE 
POPULATION  OF  UX  UR  MORE.    SEVERAL  SOURCES  INDICATE  THAT  THIS  IS  A 
GROSS  OVERESTIMATE  OF  HISPANICS  IN  THE  HIGH  SCHOOL  POPULATION.  AND  THAT 
THE  ACTUAL  PROPORTION  IS  CLOSER  TO  ABOUT  81.     BILL  FETTERS  NOTED  THAT 
JEL*if?.  VEf R  *JCt  AN0  ^^IN/OESCENT  OUESTIONS.  ' L THOUGH  THEY  HAVE  A 

S2°!USEJroSfA?!?,SINC  0ATAf  C0ME  CL0SE  T0  REFLECTING  KNOWN  PROPORTIONS 
OF  THE  POPULATION.    HE  SUGGESTED  THAT  THE  WORDING  OF  THE  FOLLOWUP 
ORIGIN/OESCENT  OUESTiON  I  WHICH  OFFERED  4  HISPANIC  ALTERNATIVES  AND 
ONE  NON-HISPANIC!  MAY  HAVE  IMPLIED  TO  SOME  STUDENTS  THAT  THEY  WERE 
EXPECTED  TO  CHOOSE  ONE  OF  THE  HISPANIC  GROUPS.    HAD  THE  FULL  LIST  OF 

!!JSiS£SE?£E?LcS0UPS  0FFERE0  IN  THE  BASE  *eAR  ouestiSnISe  also 

APPEAREO  IN  THE  FOLLOWUP,  RESPONSES  MIGHT  HAVE  BEEN  DIFFERENT. 

^        A. SUBSTITUTE  COMPOSITE  RACE  VARIABLE,  WHICH  PRODUCES  PANEL-WEIGHT 

SSlNEO  AS  "liSSs"  °F  AUDUT  8-lt  HISPANIC  AND  13«3*  BLACK,  IS 


IF  BASE  YEAR  ORIGIN/DESCENT   IS  HISPANIC  STUDENT  IS  HISPANIC 

I  IF 
I  NOT, 
I 

BASE  YEAR  RACE  IS  CONSIDERED. 
IF  BASE  YEAR  RACE  IS  BLACK, 

WHITE,  AMERICAN  INDIAN,  OR  ASIAN  STUDENT  IS  ASSIGNED 

J  TO  RACE  CATEGORY 

I   IF  BASE  YEAR  RACE 

I   IS  "OTHER"  OR  MISSING, 

I 

FOLLOWUP  ORIGIN/DESCENT  IS  CONSIDERED. 

IF  FOLLOWUP  ORIGIN/DESCENT  IS  HISPANIC  STUDENT  IS  HISPANIC 

I  IF 
I  NOT, 
I 

FOLLOWUP  RACE  IS  CONSIDERED. 
IF  FOLLOWUP  RACE  IS  BLACK, 

WHITE,  AMERICAN  INDIAN,  OR  ASIAN  STUDENT  IS  ASSIGNED 

j  TO  RACE  CATEGORY 

I  NOT, 
I 

RACE  IS  UNKNOWN. 
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CURRENT  OR  HOST  RECfcNT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  HALE  GUARDIAN 

I  ALL  STUDENTS  I 
APPENDIX  C-l 


CLERK 

1  CRAFTS 
1 

1  FARMER/ 1 
lAGICUL.I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER 1 MANAGER 1  ARHEO 
1             1             1 FORCES 

lOPERAT. 
1 

PROF,  ll 

1    STAYERS  1 

51 

2.34 

1  2972 
1  370 
1  16.96 
1 

1  1 
1  905  1 
1  112  | 
1  5.14  1 
1  1 

49 
6 

0.26 

1 

1  1759 
1  215 
1  9.65 
1 

1  1 
1    2325  1 
267  I 
13.14  1 
1 

402 
52 
2.41 

1 

1  2268 
1  265 
1  13.05 
1 

1170  1 
146  1 
6.72  1 

NUMBER  I 
MGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS  I 

36 
6 

2.07 

1 

1  316 
1  66 
1  20.37 
1 

1  1 
1  76  1 
1  16  1 
1  5.06  1 
1  1 

17 
3 

0.93 

1 

1  215 
1       45  1 
1  13.66  1 
1  1 

1 

131  1 
28  1 
8.68  1 
1 

45 
8 

2.74 

1 

1      260  1 
1  56 
1  17.94  1 
1  1 

60  1 
13  1 
4.25  1 

NUMBER  I 
HGTO  N  | 
RON  PCT  I 

1      TOTAL  | 

466 
57 
2.31 

1 

1  3290 
1  436 
1  17.40 
1 

1  1 
1  963  1 
1  126  1 
1  5.13  1 
1  1 

66 
9 

0.37 

1  1 
1     1974  | 
1      260  I 
1  10.38  1 
1  1 

1 

2456  1 
315  1 
12.56  1 
1 

447 
60 

2.46 

1  1 
1    2546  1 
1      343  I 
1  13.69  1 
1  I 

1230  1 
159  I 
6.39  1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTO  N  | 
RON  PCT  I 

IPROF.  2 

PROPRT.I PROTECT  1 
OWNER  1 SERVICE  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL    1 SERVICE  1 
1 TEACHER  I  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  | 
1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  1040 
1  117 
1    5.36  1 

1307 
161 
7.38 

1  1 
1      556  1 
1        65  1 
1     3.01  1 
1  1 

999 
128 
5.90 

1  1 
1      329  1 
1        42  I 
1    1.95  1 
1  1 

1 

356  1 
41  I 
1.91  1 
1 

760 
100 
4.60 

1  1 
1  17625  1 
1  2164  1 
1100.00  I 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
HGTO  N  I 
RON  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1        34  1 
1          7  | 
t    2.27  I 

121 
27 
6.31 

1  1 
1        44  1 
1          9  | 
1    2.90  1 
1  1 

46 
10 
3.10 

1  1 
1         6  1 
1         1  1 
1    0.31  1 
1  1 

1 

44  | 
10  1 
3.25  1 
1 

53 
13 
3.97 

1  1 
1  1530  1 
1  326  1 
1100.00  | 
1  1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  I 

1  TOTAL 

1     1074  1 
1      124  1 
1    4.95  1 

1426 
166 
7.50 

1  1 
1      600  1 
1        74  1 
1     2.99  1 
1  1 

1045 
136 

5.54 

1  1 
1      335  1 
1        43  1 
1    1.73  1 
1  1 

1 

400  1 
51  | 
2.09  1 
1 

613 
113 
4.51 

1  1 
1  19155  1 
1  2512  1 
1100.00  | 
1  t 

NUMBER  I 
WGTO  N  I 
ROW  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  HOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  MALE  GUARDIAN 

IMALFS  ONLY  > 
API'KNDIX  C-2 


CLERK  1 

CRAFTS  1 

FARMER/ | 
AGICUL. 1 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER 

MANAGER  1 

1  1 

ARMEO  1 
FORCES  1 

OPERAT.I 

PROF,  ll 

t     STAYFRS  1 

227  1 

1563  1 

475  1 

26 

1  644 

1202  1 

229  1 

1023  1 

606  1 

NUMBER  1 

26  1 

196  1 

60  1 

3 

1  105 

1       146  1 

30  1 

129  1 

76  1 

WGTO  N  1 

2.34  1 

17.66  1 

5.34  1 

0.33 

1  9.39 

13.22  1 

2.70  1 

11.49  1 

6.80  1 

ROW  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS  1 

22  1 

172  1 

51  1 

a 

1  102 

76  1 

29  1 

137  1 

42  1 

NUMBER  1 

4  1 

36  1 

11  1 

1 

1  23 

17  1 

5  1 

27  1 

10  | 

WGTD  N  1 

2.16  1 

19.50  1 

6.38  1 

0.64 

1  12.32 

9.57  1 

3.09  1 

14.72  1 

5.42  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

2*9  1 

1735  1 

526  1 

34 

1  946 

1276  1 

258  1 

1160  1 

648  1 

NUMBER  1 

30  1 

23*  1 

71  1 

4 

1  126 

1      165  1 

35  1 

156  1 

66  1 

WGTO  N  1 

2.31 

17.92  1 

5.49  1 

0.40 

1  9.61 

1  12.70  1 

2.75  1 

11.95  i 

6.61  1 

ROW  PCT  I 

IPROF.  2 

PROPRT. 

1  PROTECT  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL 

SERVICE  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 

1  OWNER 

1 SERVICE  1 

1 TEACHER 

1  STAYERS 

1  577 

639 

1      273  1 

555 

1  175 

172  1 

400 

1    8966  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  62 

1  60 

1        32  I 

72 

1  22 

1        20  I 

54 

1    1124  1 

WGTO  N  1 

1  5.56 

1  7.16 

1    2.89  1 

6.45 

1  2.01 

1    1.83  1 

4.81 

1100.00  1 

ROW  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  25 

1  69 

1        23  1 

27 

1  4 

20  1 

31 

1      636  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  5 

1  15 

1         5  1 

7 

1  0 

5  1 

6 

1      167  1 

WGTO  N  1 

1  3.20 

1  6.37 

1    2.61  1 

3.94 

1  0.29 

2.63  1 

4.56 

1100.00  1 

ROW  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  602 

1  706 

1      296  1 

562 

1  179 

192  1 

431 

1    9624  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  67 

1  95 

1        37  1 

79 

1  22 

1        25  1 

62 

1     1311  | 

WGTO  N  1 

1  5.24 

1  7.33 

1     2.66  1 

6.10 

1  1.76 

1.97  1 

4.77 

1100.00  1 

ROW  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  HALE  GUARDIAN 

(FEMALES  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-3 


1  lAGICUL.I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABOR ER I MANAGER i  ARMED  lOPERAT. |PROF.  1| 

1    STAYERS  I 

201 
24 
2.34 

1  1409 
1  171 
1  14.21 
1 

1  430  I 
1  52  I 
1  4.92  I 
1  1 

23 
2 

0.24 

1 

1  915 
1  109 
1  10.34 
1 

1  1 
1     1123  I 
1      138  1 
1  13.07  I 
1  1 

1 

173  1 
22  1 
2.12  1 

1 

1245  I 
155  1 
14.70  | 

1 

564  I 
70  1 
6.62  1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS  | 

16 

2 

1.96 

1  146 
1  30 
1  21.53 
1 

1  27  I 
1  4  I 
1  3.31  1 
!  1 

9 
1 

1.06 

1 

1  113 
1        22  I 
1  15.91  | 
1  1 

1 

55  1 
10  1 
7.50  I 
1 

1 

16  1 
3  1 
2.28  I 

1 

143  | 
31  I 
22.21  I 

1 

16  I 
3  I 
2.68  I 

NUMBER  | 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  | 

217 
26 
2.30 

1  1555 
1  201 
1  16.84 
1 

1  457  I 
1  56  1 
1  4.73  1 
1  1 

32 
3 

0.33 

1  1 
1     1028  1 
1      131  I 
1  11.00  | 
1  1 

1 

1178  1 
148  | 
12.41  | 
1 

1 

189  | 

25  I 
2.14  I 

1 

1388  1 
186  1 
15.58  1 

1 

582  I 
73  I 
6.16  1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1 

2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT 1 
1  OWNER  1 SERVICE  I 

SALES 

1  SCHL    I SERVICE  I 
1 TEACHER I  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  I 

1  STAYERS 

1  463 
1  54 
1  5.12 
1 

1  668 
1  60 
1  7.62 
1 

1  1 
1  263  I 
1  33  I 
1  3.13  1 
1  1 

444 
56 

5.32 

1  1 
1      154  I 
1        19  I 
1     1.86  | 
1  1 

1 

164  1 
21  1 
1.99  1 
1 

360 
46 
4.37 

1  1 
1  8639  1 
1  1060  2 
1100.00  1 

NUMBER  | 
WGTD  N  1 
RON  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  9 
I  1 
1  1.04 
1 

1  52 
1  11 
1  6.23 
1 

1  1 
1  21  1 
1  4  I 
1  3.02  1 
1  1 

19 

2 

1.96 

1  1 
1          2  1 
1          0  | 
1    0.33  I 
1  1 

1 

24  | 
5  1 
3.60  1 
1 

22 
4 

3.16 

1  1 
1  692  I 
1  141  1 
1100.00  | 

NUMBER  1 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  472 
1  55 
1  4.64 
1 

1  720 
1  91 
1  7.69 
1 

1  304  1 
1  37  I 
1  3.12  1 
1  1 

463 
56 
4.93 

t  1 
1      156  1 
1        19  I 
1    1.70  I 
1  1 

1 

206  | 
26  1 
2.21  1 
1 

382 
50 
4.23 

1  1 
1  9331  | 
1  1201  | 
1100.00  | 

NUMBER  | 
WGTD  N  | 
RON  PCT  | 

NOTE:  HEI6HTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


CURRENT  OR  HOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  WALE  GUARDIAN 

(WHITE  GROUP  ONLY ) 
APPENDIX  C-4 


CLERK 

I  CRAFTS 

1  FARMER/ 1 
lAGICUL.I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER  1 MANAGER  1  ARMEO 
|             |             | FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  ll 
1             1  1 

1    STAYERS  1 

279 

1  2090 

1  1 
1      636  1 

17 

1  1 
1    1064  1 

1 

1667  1 

229 

1  1 
1    1515  1 

919  1 

NUMBER  1 

36 

1  261 

1        64  1 

2 

1      146  1 

247  1 

31 

1      205  1 

121  1 

WGTD  N  1 

2.14 

1  16.46 

1    4. 98  1 
1  1 

0.14 

1    6.57  1 
1  1 

14.52  1 
1 

1.86 

1  12.05  1 
1  1 

7.15  1 

RON  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS  1 

13 

1  197 

1  1 
1        39  1 

5 

1  1 
1      117  1 

1 

93  1 

24 

1  1 
1      164  1 

33  1 

NUMBER  1 

2 

1  45 

1          9  1 

1 

1        30  | 

22  1 

4 

1        40  1 

8  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1.29 

1  20.26 

1    4.39  1 
1  1 

0.67 

I  13.67  1 
1  1 

10.13  1 
1 

2.22 

1  16.22  1 
1  1 

3.80  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

292 

1  2267 

1  1 
1      677  1 

22 

1  1 
1     1201  1 

1 

1980  1 

253 

1  1 
1    1679  1 

952  1 

NUMBER  1 

38 

1  326 

1        93  1 

3 

1      176  1 

269  1 

35 

1      245  1 

129  1 

WGTD  N  1 

2.04 

1  16.92 

1    4.91  1 
1  1 

0.20 

1    9.16  1 
1  1 

14.01  1 
1 

1.92 

1  12.77  1 
1  1 

6.76  1 

RON  PCT  1 

IPROF.  2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT 1 

SALES 

1  SCHL    1 SERVICE  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 

1  1 

OWNER 

I SERVICE  1 

1 TEACHER 1 

1 

1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  1 
1      696  J 

1034 

1  1 
1      400  1 

846 

1  1 
1      273  I 

1 

160  1 

609 

1  1 
1  12898  1 

NUMBER  1 

1      103  I 

135 

1        51  1 

113 

1        36  1 

23  1 

83 

1     1705  1 

WGTD  N  ! 

1    6.09  1 
1  1 

7.96 

1     3.00  1 
1  1 

6.66 

1    2.14  1 
1  1 

1.35  1 
1 

4.66 

1100.00  1 
1  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  1 
1        21  1 

75 

1  1 
1        27  1 

28 

1  1 
1         2  1 

1 

26  1 

39 

1  1 
1      903  1 

NUMBER  1 

1         5  1 

16 

1          7  1 

7 

1         0  1 

6  1 

10 

1      222  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1    2.49  1 
1  1 

6.09 

1     3.21  1 
1  1 

3.37 

1    0.21  1 
1  1 

2.96  1 
1 

4.62 

1100.00  1 
1  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  1 
1      919  | 

1109 

1  1 
1      427  1 

674 

1  1 
1      275  1 

1 

206  1 

646 

1  1 
I  13601  1 

NUMBER  1 

1      106  1 

153 

1        56  1 

120 

1        36  1 

29  1 

93 

1     1927  1 

WGTO  N  1 

1    5.66  1 
1  1 

7.98 

1    3.03  1 
1  1 

6.26 

1    1.92  1 
1  1 

1.54  1 
1 

4.88 

1100.00  1 
1  1 

RON  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  HALE  GUARDIAN 

(BLACK  GROUP  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-3 


1  IAGICUL.I 

HAKER 

1  LABORER  I  MANAGER?  ARMED  loPERAT. I  PROF.  1| 

1    STAYERS  1 

63 
6 

3.  as 

1  262 
1  32 
1  16.10 
1 

1  73  1 
1  9  | 
1  5.40  | 
1  1 

9 
1 

0.59 

1  1 
1      246  I 
1        30  1 
1  17.13  | 
1  1 

1 

129  I 
13  1 
7.36  1 
1 

1 

69  | 
6  I 
4.72  I 

1 

263  1 
34  I 
18.96  | 

66  1 
5  1 
3.33  I 

NUMBER  I 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS  1 

n 
l 

4.05 

1  27 
1  5 
1  15.43 
1 

1  16  1 
1  3  1 
1  9.43  1 
1  1 

3 
0 

1.10 

1  1 
1        31  1 
1         4  1 
1  12.67  1 
1  1 

1 

16  1 
2  1 
7.41  I 
1 

1 

6  1 
0  1 
2.24  I 

1 

40  I 
7  I 
19.05  | 

6  I 
1  1 
4.68  1 

NUMBER  | 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1      TOTAL  I 

74 
7 

3.91 

1  309 
1  37 
1  17.63 
1 

1  69  | 
1  12  1 
1  6.11  1 
1  1 

12 
1 

0.66 

1  1 
1      279  1 
1        34  | 
1  16.35  I 
1  1 

1 

145  1 
15  1 
7.37  1 
1 

1 

75  I 
6  1 
4.28  1 
1 

1 

323  1 
41  I 
18.99  | 
1 

74  I 
6  1 
3.57  1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTO  N  | 
RON  PCT  | 

1  OWNER  1 SERVICE  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL    I SERVICE  1 
1 TEACHER I  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  I 
1  I 

1  STAYERS 

1  43 
1  4 

1  2.26 

1  67 
1  6 
1  3.84 
1 

1  63  1 
1  6  1 
1  3.44  I 
1  1 

26 
3 

1.74 

1 

1  17 
1  2 
1  1.21 
1 

1  1 
1  66  1 
1  6  I 
1  4.65  | 
1  1 

47 
5 

3.17 

1  | 
1  1553  I 
1  160  1 
1100.00  I 
1  | 

NUMBER 
WGTO  N 
RON  PCT 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  6 
1  1 
1  2.67 

1  13 
1  3 
1  7.91 
1 

1  1 
1  7  I 
!  1  1 
1  3.14  1 
1  1 

5 
1 

2.63 

1 

1  2 
1  0 
1  0.44 
1 

1  1 
1  9  | 
1  2  1 
1  6.26  I 
1  1 

1 
0 

0.46 

1  I 
1  201  1 
1  36  I 
1100.00  I 

1  1 

NUMBER 
WGTO  N 
ROM  PCT 

1  TOTAL 

1  49 
5 

2.37 

1  80 
1  9 
1  4.56 
1 

1  70  I 
1  7  | 
1  3.39  1 
1  1 

33 
4 

1.93 

1 

1  19 
1  2 
!  1.07 
1 

1  I 
1  75  1 
1  10  I 
1  5.10  | 
1  1 

48 

5 

2.69 

1  1 

1  1754  1 
1  216  1 
1100.00  I 
1  1 

NUMBER 
WGTO  N 
RON  PCT 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  H  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


CURRENT  Off  HOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  MALE  6UARDIAN 

I  ASIAN  GROUP  ONLY ) 
APPENDIX  C-6 


1  CLERK 
1 

1  CRAFTS 
1 

I  FARMER/ 1 
lAGICUL. 1 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABOR  ER 1 MANAGER 1  ARMED 
|             |             1  FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  11 
1             1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1 

1  9 
1  1 
1  4.75 
1 

1 

1  22 
1  2 
1  10.51 
1 

1  1 
1  9  1 
1  0  1 
1  2.55  1 
1  1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1        15  1 
1         1  1 
1    6.36  1 
1  1 

1 

29  1 
3  1 
12. ie  1 
1 

16 
1 

7.47 

1  1 
1        16  1 
1         1  1 
1    6.31  1 
1  1 

1 

35  1 
3  1 
13.05  1 
1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 

1  1 
1  0 
1  20.06 
1 

1 

1  0 
1  0 
1  0.00 
1 

1  1 
1  0  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.00  1 
1  1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1         0  1 
1         0  1 
1    0.00  1 
1  1 

1 

0  1 
0  1 
0.00  1 

1 

1 
0 

21.52 

1  1 
1         0  1 
1         0  1 
1    0.00  1 
1  1 

1 

1  1 
0  1 
3.93  1 
1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1 

1  10 
1  1 
1  5.33 
1 

1 

1  22 
1  2 
1  10.11 
1 

1  1 
1  9  1 
1  0  1 
1  2.66  1 
1  1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1        15  1 
1         1  1 
1    6.16  1 
1  1 

1 

29  1 
3  1 
11.72  1 
1 

17 
1 

8.00 

1  1 
1        16  1 
1         1  1 
1    6.07  1 
1  1 

1 

36  1 
3  1 
12.70  1 
1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  M  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

IPROF.  2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT 1 
1             1  OWNER  1 SERVICE  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL    1  SERVICE  1 
1 TEACHER 1  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 
1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1 

1  23 
1  2 
1  8.92 
1 

1 

1  29 
1  2 
1  11.14 
1 

1  1 
1  4  1 
1  0  1 
1  2.61  1 
1  1 

11 

1 

4.87 

1  1 
1         2  1 
1         0  1 
1     1.09  1 
1  1 

1 

6  1 
0  1 
1.38  1 
1 

13 
1 

6.81 

1  1 
1  239  1 
1  25  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  1 
ROW  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 

1  0 
1  0 
1  0.00 
1 

1 

1  2 
1  0 
1  42.60 
1 

1  1 
1  1  1 
1  0  1 
1  11.89  1 
1  1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1         0  1 
1         0  1 
1    0.00  1 
1  1 

1 

0  1 
0  1 
0.00  1 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1  6  1 
1  1  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  1 
ROW  PCT  1 

!  TOTAL 

1 

1  23 
1  2 
1  8.58 
1 

1 

1  31 
1  2 
1  12.34 
1 

1  1 
1  5  1 
1  0  1 
I  2.96  1 
1  1 

11 
1 

4.68 

1  1 
1         2  1 
1         0  1 
1     1.05  1 
1  1 

1 

6  1 
0  1 
1.33  1 
1 

13 
1 

6.55 

1  1 
1  245  1 
1  26  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  1 
ROW  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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«—  -  host  ^jss^sssrss,'"^  -  ~« 

APPENDIX  C-7 


i™J!lj^i.^:l    i^^^^i  i 


STAYERS  I 


I 


5  1  37  I 

0  1  «| 

I    3.27  I  24.35  I 

I             I  I. 


I 

9  I 
1  I 
5.15  I 


1  I 
0  I 


23  I 
2  I 


7  I 
0  I 


|    0.77  I  14.75  I    4.31  j    4.49  I  10.32  I  10.39  j  ROh'pc't 
'  I  I  I  I  I 


7  I 
0  I 


16  I 
2  I 


15  I 
2  I 


NUMBER 
WGTD  N 


I 

DROPOUTS  I 
I 
I 


I  I 

0  1  10  I 

0  1  1| 

0.00  I  27.52  I 


1  I 
0  I 


6  I 
1  I 


j     —  .  .....  ,    3.17  I    2.01  I  15.38  |     3.08  I    1.24  I  27.16  j    9.29  i  R^T 


1  I 
0  I 


2  I 
0  I 


9  I 
1  I 


3  I 
0  I 


NUMBER 
WGTD  N 


I 

TOTAL  I 
I 


I  I 

5  1  47  I 

0  1  5  1 

2.47  I  25.14  I 

I  I 


I 

10  I 
1  I 
4.66  I 
I 


2  I 
0  I 


29  I 
3  I 


8  I 
0  I 


9  I 
0  I 


25  I 
3  I 


18  I 

2  I 


1.08  I  14.91  |    4.01  I     3.69  I  14.48  I  10.12  j 




NUMBER 
WGTO  N 
RON  PCT 


STAYERS 


I 

5  I 
0  I 
3.34  I 
I 


I 

6  I 
0  I 
4.06  I 
I 


I 

4  I 
0  I 
0.68  I 
I 


I 

7  I 
0  I 
4.43  I 
I 


I 

3  I 
0  I 
1.74  | 
I 


I 

6  I 
0  I 
4.17  I 
I 


I  I 
6  1  157  I 
0  1  20  I 
3.76  1100.00  I 

I  I 


W91BER 
WGTO  N 
ROW  PCT 


DROPOUTS 


I 

0  I 
0  I 
0.00  I 
I 


I 

0  I 
0  I 
0.00  I 

I 


I 

0  I 
0  I 
0.00  I 

I 


I 

3  I 
0  I 
5.99  I 
I 


I 

1  I 
0  I 
2.83  I 
I 


I 

0  I 
0  I 
0.00  I 
I 


I  I 
II  38  I 
0  1  6  1 
2.33  1100.00  I 

I  I 


NUMBER 
WGTD  N 
ROW  PCT 


TOTAL 


I  I 

5  1  6  1 

0  1  0  1 

2.52  I  3.06  I 

I  I 


I 

4  I 
0  I 
0.51  I 
I 


I 

10  I 
0  I 

4.82  I 
I 


I 

*  I 
0  I 
2.01  I 
I 


I 

6  I 
0  I 
3.14  I 
I 


I  I 

7  1      195  I 
0  1        26  I 
3.41  1100.00  I 
I  I 


NUMBER  | 
WGTD  N  | 
ROW  PCT  I 
I 


ITE8  WEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  FATHER  OR  MALE  GUARDIAN 
(MEXICAN  AMERICAN  GROUP  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-0 


CLERK 

1  CRAFTS 
1 

1  FARMER/ 1 
IAGICUL.I 

HOME* 
MAKER 

1  LABORER | MANAGER  1  ARMED  lOPERAT. IPROF.  ll 
I             |             IFORCES  |             I  1 

1    STAYERS  1 

32 

1 

1  312 

1  1 
1      109  1 

9 

1  1 

1      244  I 

136 

1  1 
1        37  1 

236  1 

43  1 

NUMBER  1 

2 

1  23 

1          7  1 

0 

1        17  1 

6 

1         3  1 

20  I 

3  1 

WGTO 

N  1 

2.31 

1  21.61 
1 

1    6.91  1 
1  1 

0.  96 

1  15.67  | 
1  1 

7.63 

1    3.31  1 
1  1 

16.60  1 

3.52  1 

RON 

PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS  1 

9 

1 

1  37 

1  1 
1        15  1 

5 

1  1 
1        39  | 

9 

1  1 
1         4  1 

42  1 

6  1 

NUMBER  1 

1 

1  4 

1         1  1 

0 

1         5  | 

1 

1         1  1 

4  I 

1  1 

WGTO 

N  1 

6.64 

1  16.62 
1 

1    6.57  1 
1  1 

1.61 

I  17.70  | 
1  1 

5.00 

1    4.72  1 
1  1 

17.06  1 

5.60  1 

RON 

PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

41 

1 

1  349 

1  1 
1      124  1 

14 

1  1 
1      263  1 

145 

1  1 
1        41  1 

278  1 

51  1 

NUMBER  1 

3 

1  27 

1         6  1 

0 

1        22  I 

9 

1         4  I 

24  I 

4  1 

WGTO 

N  1 

3.27 

1  20.71 
! 

1    6.64  1 
1  1 

1.07 

1  16.26  1 
1  1 

7.07 

1     3.61  1 
1  1 

16.43  1 

4.01  1 

RON 

PCT  1 

IPROF.  2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT 1 
1             1  OWNER  1 SERVICE  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL 
1  TEACHER 

SERVICE  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 
1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  1 
1        23  1 
1         1  1 
1    1.35  1 
1  1 

76 
5 

4.96 

1  1 
1  33  1 
!  2  1 
1  2.08  1 
1  1 

39 
3 

3.25 

1  12 
1  0 
1  0.58 

1  52  1 
>  4  1 
1    3.99  1 

35 

2 

2.74 

1  1 
1  1428  1 
1  108  I 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

I  DROPOUTS 

1  1 
1  1 
1  0 
1  0.16 
1 

10 
1 

6.44 

1  1 
1  5  1 
1  0  1 
1  1.39  1 
1  1 

5 
0 

2.45 

1  1 
1  o 

1  0.67 

1  6  1 
1  1  1 
1    4.15  1 

4 
0 

2.63 

1  1 
1  200  1 
1  29  | 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1 

1  24 
1  1 
1  1.10 
1 

1 

1  86 
1  6 
1  5.29 

1 

1  1 
1  38  1 
1  2  1 
1  1.93  1 
1  1 

44 
3.06 

1  13 
1  o 
1  0.60 

1  56  1 
1  5  1 
1    4.02  1 

39 

2 

2.72 

1  1 
1  1628  1 
1  137  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  | 
RON  PCT  1 

NOTE 5  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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P-~  .  MOST  RECEMT  -S-^-g-J,;.  FATHEH  .  ^ 

APPENDIX  C-9 


1 

IAGICUL.I  MAKER 

1  LABORER  I MANAGER  I  ARMED 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  1| 

1 

1  STAYERS 

8 
0 

2.32 

1  44 
1  4 
1  20.28 
1 

1         6  1 
1         0  I 
1     3.71  | 
1  1 

4. 
0 

2.33 

1        17  I 
1         2  1 
1  10.81  | 

1 

14  1 
1  1 
7.23  I 

4 
0 

2.11 

1  1 
1        46  1 
1         4  I 
1  19.11  I 

1 

13  I 
1  1 
6.95  1 

1 

NUMBER  I 
MGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  OROPOUTS  | 

1 
0 

0.61 

1  8 
1  1 
1  17.70 
1 

1         3  I 
1         0  | 
1    6.65  I 
1  1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1         5  I 
1         0  I 
1  14.20  1 
1  1 

1 

4  I 
0  1 
6.83  1 

3 
0 

10.83 

1  1 
1         7  I 
1         1  1 
1  20.18  I 

1 

0  1 
0  1 
0.00  I 

1 

NUMBER  | 
WGTO  N  I 
ROM  PCT  | 

1      TOTAL  | 
i  1 

9 
0 

1.94 

1  52 
1  5 
1  19.70 

1         9  I 
1         0  I 
1    4.37  | 
1 

4 

0  1 
1.80  I 
1 

22  I 
2  1 
11.58  | 
1 

1 

18  1 
1  1 
7.14  I 

7 
0 

4.07 

1  1 
1       53  I 
1         5  1 
1  19.35  I 

1 

13  I 
1  1 
5.39  1 

1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTO  N  I 
RON  PCT  | 

LlL^jBS!  sales  iT&i^r^^T^  ! 

2  I 
0  I 


I 

STAYERS  I 
I 
I 
I 


4  I 
0  I 
3.03  I 
I 


13  I 
1  I 
6.08  f 
I 


10  I 
0  I 
3.74  I 


7  I 
0  I 


I 


10  I 
0  I 


I 


9  I 
0  I 


I 


211  I 
22  I 


i  2.80  I  0.81  I  4.25  |  4.42  1100.00  j 
'  I  I  |  |  • 


NUMBER 
NGTD  N 
ROM  PCT 


I 

DROPOUTS  I 
I 
I 


I 

1  I 
0  I 
4.24  I 
I 


I 

2  I 
0  I 
5.93  I 
I 


I 

2  I 
0  I 
8.37  I 
I 


I 

2  I 
0  I 
4.47  I 
I 


I 

0  I 
0  I 
0.00  I 
I 


I 

0  I 
0  I 
0.00  I 

I 


I  I 

0  1        38  I 

0  1         6  1 

0.00  1100.00  | 

I  I 


NUMBER 
WGTO  N 
ROM  PCT 


I 

TOTAL  I 
I 


I 

5  I 
0  I 
3.31  I 
I 


I 

15  I 
1  I 
6.05  I 
I 


I 

12  I 
0  I 
4.78  I 
I 


I 

9  I 
0  I 
3.17  | 
I 


I 

2  I 
0  I 
0.63  I 
I 


I 

10  I 
0  I 
3.29  I 
I 


I  I 

9  1      249  I 

0  1        20  I 

3.43  1100.00  | 

I  I 


NUMBER 
MGTO  N 
ROM  PCT 


MOTE:  MEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPOtCENT'S  FATHER  OR  MALE  GUAROIAN 
(OTHER  HISPANIC  GROUP  ONLY) 
APPENDIX  C-LO 


CLERK 

I CRAFTS  1  FARMER/ 1 
1  lAGICUL.I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER 1 MANAGER 1  ARMEO 
1             1  (FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  ll 
1             1  1 

|    STAYFR5  1 

31 

1  1 
1      161  1 

1 

56  1 

5 

1  1 
1      106  1 

1 

107  1 

23 

1  1 
1      141  1 

76  1 

NUMBER  1 

2 

1        17  1 

7  1 

0 

1        11  1 

10  1 

2 

1        15  1 

7  1 

WGTO  N  1 

2.56 

1  16.69  1 
1  1 

6.66  1 
1 

0.56 

1  11.24  1 
1  1 

9.99  1 
1 

2.75 

1  14.60  1 
1  1 

7.24  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  OROPOUTS  1 

2 

1  1 
1        31  1 

1 

4  1 

1 

1  1 
1        14  1 

1 

6  1 

1 

1  1 
1        12  1 

4  1 

NUMBER  1 

0 

1         5  1 

0  1 

0 

1         2  1 

0  1 

0 

1         1  1 

1  1 

WGTO  N  1 

0.46 

1  32.02  1 
1  1 

4.20  1 
1 

0.60 

1  13.32  1 
1  1 

4.69  1 
1 

1.47 

1  11.46  1 
1  1 

6.76  1 

RON  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

33 

1  1 
1      192  1 

1 

60  1 

6 

1  1 
1      122  1 

1 

113  1 

24 

1  1 
1      153  1 

60  1 

NUMBER  1 

2 

1        22  1 

7  1 

0 

1        13  1 

10  1 

2 

1        16  1 

6  1 

WGTO  N  1 

2.30 

I  18.91  1 
1  1 

6.34  1 
1 

0.59 

1  11.51  1 
1  1 

9.32  1 
1 

2.59 

1  14.20  1 
1  1 

7.16  1 

RON  PCT  1 

IP30F.  2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT  1 
1             1  OWNER  1 SERVICE! 

SALES 

1  SCHL    1 SERVICE  1 
1  TEACHER  I  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 
1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  1 
1        36  1 
1         3  1 
1    3.21  1 
1  1 

74 
7 

6.60 

1  1 
1  34  1 
1  3  1 
1  3.61  1 
1  1 

57 
5 

5.12 

1 

1  15 
1  1 
1  1.67 
1 

1  1 
1  29  1 
1  2  1 
1  2.69  1 
1  1 

36 
4 

4.42 

1  1 
1  993  1 
1  106  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTO  N  | 
ROW  PCT  1 

1  OROPOUTS 

1  1 
1  5 
1  0 
1  3.13 
1 

15 

2 

15.20 

1  1 
1  2  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.60  1 
1  1 

3 
0 

1.20 

1 

1  0 
1  o 
1  0.30 
1 

1  1 
1  2  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.91  1 
!  1 

4 
0 

2.96 

1  1 
1  106  1 
1  15  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTO  N  1 
ROW  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1 

1  43 
1  3 
1  3.20 
1 

1 

1  69 
1  9 
I  7.87 
1 

1  1 
1  36  1 
1  3  1 
1  3.23  1 
1  1 

60 
5 

4.62 

1 

1  15 
1  1 
1  1.46 
1 

1  1 
1  31  1 
1  2  1 
1  2.47  1 
1  1 

42 
4 

4.24 

1  1 
1  1099  1 
1  121  1 
1100.00  1 

1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTO  N  1 
ROW  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  HOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 

(ALL  STUDENTS) 
APPENDIX  C-ll 


I  CLERK  | CRAFTS  | FARMER/ |  HOME- 
I  I  IAGICUL.I  MAKER 


I  LABORER I MANAGER  I  ARMEO  lOPERAT. I  PROF.  1| 
I  I  I FORCES  |  |  | 


I 


I 


STAYERS  |  USZl  | 
I  565  | 
I  26.03  | 


I 


DROPOUTS  | 
I 


322  I 
75  | 
I  22.51  | 


I 


TOTAL  | 
I 


4843  I 
64G  | 
I  25.56  | 


I 


I 


I 

476  | 
60  | 
2.60  t 
I 

I 

52  I 
10  I 
3.04  I 
I 

I 

530  | 
70  | 
2.83  | 
I 


I 

146  I 
16  | 


2777 
339 


0.64  I  15.61 
I 


25 
5 


257 
49 


1.55  I  14.77 
I 

I  """""" 

171  I  3034 

23  I  388 

0.93  |  15.50 
I 


I 

465  | 
61  I 
2.61  I 
I 

I 

64  I 
U  I 
3.29  ! 
I 

I 

549  I 
72  I 
2.67  | 
I 


I 

671  I 
106  I 
4.66  I 
I 

I 

93  I 
19  I 
5.96  I 
I 

I 

964  I 
125  I 
5.02  | 
I 


I 

42  | 

5  I 
0.25  | 

I 

I 

10  I 
1  I 
0.53  | 
I 

I 

52  I 

6  I 
0.28  I 

I 


I 

1015  I 
126  I 
5.93  I 
I 


150  I 
31  I 
9.55  I 
I 

I 

1165  I 
159  I 
6.41  I 
I 


I 

1666  I 
202  I 
9.33  I 
I 

I 

104  | 
26  I 
6. 45  | 
I 

I 

1772  | 
230  I 
9.21  | 
I 


NUMBER 
MGTO  N 
ROM  PCT 


NUMBER 
MGTO  N 
ROM  PCT 


NUMBER 
MGTO  N 
ROM  PCT 


IPROF.  2 iPROPRT.I PROTECT I 
1             1  OWNER  | SERVICE | 

SALES 

1  SCHL    | SERVICE | 
1 TEACHER |  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL 

1 

1  STAYERS 

1      377  | 
1        45  | 
1     2.10  | 
1  1 

413 
46 

2.25 

1  1 
1  62  I 
1  7  | 
1  0.35  I 
1  1 

1062 
132 
6.06 

1  1 
1    1266  1 
1      156  1 
1    7.21  | 
1  1 

1 

2021  | 
257  1 
11.66  1 
1 

269 
36 
1.68 

1 

1  17513 
1  2173 
1100.00 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

NUMBER  | 
MGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

I        20  1 
1          4  | 
1     1.27  1 
1  1 

52 
6 

2.56 

1  1 

1  a  | 
1       l  1 

1  0.36  | 
1  1 

71 
16 

5.02 

1  1 
1        49  I 
1          9  | 
1    2.61  | 
1  1 

1 

247  | 
56  I 
16.64  | 
1 

29 
5 

1.50 

1 

1  1553 
1  335 
1100.00 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

NUMBER  | 
MGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  TOTAL 

1      397  | 
1        49  | 
1     1.99  | 
1  1 

465 
56 
2.29 

1  1 
1  70  1 
1  6  | 
1  0.35  | 
1  1 

1133 
146 

5.94 

1  1 
1     1335  | 
1      165  I 
1    6.62  1 
1  1 

1 

2268  I 
313  | 
12.52  I 
1 

318 
41 
1.65 

1 

1  19066 
1  2506 
1100.00 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

NUMBER  | 
MGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

NOTE:  HEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 

(MALES  ONLY) 
APPENDIX  C-12 


CLERK  1 CRAFTS 

1 r adhbd j 1 
1 rAKntK/ 1 

lAGICUL.I 

nunc™ 
MAKER 

I  LABORER  1 MANAGER  1  ARMED  lOPERAT. 
I             |             1  FORCES  1 

1  ppoF •  1 1 

1  STAYERS 

2225  1 

257 

1  1 
1        85  1 

1150 

1  1 
1      267  1 

1 

457  1 

1 

26  1 

464 

1      838  1 

NUMBER  1 

262  1 

33 

1        10  1 

143 

1        36  1 

54  1 

3  1 

60 

1      101  1 

WGTD 

N  1 

26.43  1 

3.14 

1    0.96  1 
1  1 

13.45 

1     3.41  1 
1  1 

5.06  1 
1 

0.35  1 
1 

5.66 

1    9.54  1 

ROM 

PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

160  1 

29 

1  1 
1        15  1 

119 

1  1 
1        37  1 

1 

56  1 

1 

7  I 

68 

1        66  1 

NUMBER  1 

41  1 

5 

1          3  1 

25 

1         5  1 

23  1 

1  1 

15 

1        16  1 

WGTD 

N  1 

23.17  1 

2.91 

1     1.96  1 
1  1 

14.06 

1    3.31  1 
1  1 

7.39  1 
1 

0.71  1 
1 

8.97 

1    9.33  1 

RON 

PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1     2405  1 

266 

1  1 
1      100  1 

1269 

1  1 
1      324  1 

1 

515  1 

1 

35  1 

532 

1      904  1 

NUMBER  1 

1      323  1 

36 

1        13  1 

166 

1       41  1 

67  1 

4  1 

75 

1      117  1 

WGTD 

N  1 

1  25.96  1 

3.11 

1     1.10  1 
1  1 

13.54 

1     3.39  1 
1  1 

5.41  1 
1 

0.40  1 
1 

6.15 

1    9.51  1 

RON 

PCT  1 

PROF.  2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT  1 
1  OWNER  ISERVICEl 

SALES 

1  SCHL  ISERVICEl 
1  TEACHER  1  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 
1  1 

1    STAYERS  1 

1 

212  1 

1 

223  1 

31  1 

507 

1 

1  617 

1  1 
1      998  1 

145 

1  1 
1    6524  1 

NUMBER  1 

25  1 

27  1 

3  1 

62 

1  74 

1      129  1 

17 

1    1068  1 

WGTD  N  1 

2.41  1 
1 

2.60  1 
1 

0.35  1 

5.69 

1  6.96 
1 

1  12.09  1 
1  1 

1.65 

1100.00  I 
1  1 

RON  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS  1 

1 

11  1 

1 

20  1 

7  1 

33 

1 

1  20 

1  1 
1      123  1 

15 

1  1 
1      608  1 

NUMBER  1 

2  1 

2  1 

1  1 

8 

1  3 

1        29  1 

2 

1      176  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1.42 

1.63  1 
1 

0.61  1 

4.75 

1  1.89 
1 

1  16.46  1 
1  1 

1.39 

1100.00  1 
1  1 

RON  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

223 

1 

1      243  1 

38  1 

540 

1 

1  637 

1  1 
1     1121  1 

160 

1  1 
1    9332  1 

NUMBER  1 

27 

1        29  1 

4  I 

70 

1  77 

1      156  1 

19 

1    1246  1 

WGTD  N  1 

2.27 

1    2.46  1 
1  1 

0.39  1 

5.72 

1  6.26 
1 

1  12.72  1 
1  1 

1.61 

1 100.00  1 
1  1 

RON  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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0"  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OP  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 
(FEMALES  ONLY ) 
APPENDIX  C-13 


1 

1 FARMER/ 1 
lAOICUL.I 

NOME* 
MAKER 

1  LABORER 1 MANAGER 1  ARMED  lOPERAT. 
1             1             1  FORCES  1 

IPROF.  11 

1  STAYERS 

1  1296 
1  263 
1  25.65 

1  221 
1  27 
1  2.47 
1 

1  61  I 
1  7  I 
1    0.72  1 

1627 
195 
17.70 

1  1 
(      196  1 
1        24  I 
1    2.24  I 
1  1 

414 

51 
4.69 

1  1 
1  14  1 
1  1  1 
1  0.14  1 
1  1 

551 
66 

6.17 

630  1 
100  1 
9.13  1 

NUMBER  I 
NGTO  N  I 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  OROPOUTS 

142 
34 
21.75 

1  23 
1  5 
1  3.19 
1 

1  10  I 
1  1  1 
1    1.07  I 

136 
24 
15.54 

1  1 
1        27  1 
1         5  1 

1     3.26  1 
1  1 

35 
6 

4.33 

1  1 
1  3  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.33  1 
1  1 

62  1 
16  1 
10.20  1 

36  1 
11  1 
7.46  1 

NIMER  | 
HGTO  N  I 
ROM  PCT  | 

1      TOTAL  1 

2436 
317 
25.17 

1  244 
1  32 
1  2.56 
1 

1  71  I 
I  6  1 
!    0.76  1 

1765 
219 
17.43 

1  1 

1      225  I 
I        29  I 
2,36  1 
1 

449 
57 
4.64 

1  1 
1  17  1 
1  1  1 
1  0.17  I 
1  1 

633  1 
84  1 
6.67  1 

666  I 
111  1 
6.92  I 

NUMBER  I 
NGTO  N  | 
RON  PCT  | 

1 

2|PP0PRT.|PR0TECT| 
1  OWNER  1 SERVICE  I 

SALES 

1  SCNL    1 SERVICE | 
1  TEACHER  1  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  | 
1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1 
1 
1 
1 

165 
19 
1.80 

1  190 
1  21 
1  1.92 
1 

1  1 
1  31  I 
1  3  1 
1  0.35  1 
1  1 

555 
69 
6.27 

1  1 
1      669  1 
1        81  | 
1     7.42  | 
1  1 

1023  1 
128  1 
11.63  1 

144 
16 

1.70 

1  I 
1  6969  I 
1  1104  I 
1100.00  | 
1  | 

NUMBER  | 
HGTO  N  | 
RON  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 
1 
1 
1 

9 
1 

1.11 

1 

1  32 
1  5 
1  3.61 
1 

1  1 
1  1  1 
1  0  I 
1  0.12  I 
1  1 

38 
8 

5.32 

1  1 
1        29  1 
1         6  1 
1     3.85  1 
1  1 

124  1 
27  | 
17.25  1 

14 

2 

1.62 

1  I 
1  745  1 
1  157  1 
1100.00  I 
1  I 

NUMBER  | 
WGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  TOTAL 

1 
1 
1 
1 

174 
20 
1.72 

1  222 
t  26 
1  2.1* 
! 

I  1 
1        32  I 

1  3  1 
1  0.32  I 
!  1 

593 
77 
6.15 

1  1 
1      698  1 
1        67  | 
1    6.96  1 

1  ! 

1147  1 
1S5  1 
12.33  1 

158 
20 
1.69 

1  I 
1  9734  1 
1  1261  1 
1100.00  1 

1  I 

NUMBER  | 
NGTO  N  1 
PON  PCT  1 

i 

NOTE:  WEIGMTEO  N  IS  ZH  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 

(WHITE  GROUP  ONLY  I 
AFPtNDlX  C-1A 


CLERK 

ICRAFTS 

1  FARMER/ 1 

HOME- 

1  LABORER 

MANAGER 

ARMED 

lOPERAT. 

IPROF.  ll 

Iagicul. 1 

MAKER 

FORCES 

f  STAYERS 

3539 

1  304 

1        65  1 

1917 

1  261 

1  610 

24 

1  610 

1    1166  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  41 

1        11  1 

254 

1  39 

1  77 

3 

1  64 

1      152  1 

WGTD  N  1 

26.15 

1  2.46 

1     0.69  1 

15.40 

1  2.37 

1  4.69 

0.20 

1  5.13 

1    9.23  1 

RON  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  223 

1  30 

1        13  1 

110 

1  25 

I  55 

1  6 

1  76 

1        59  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  57 

1  6 

1          2  1 

26 

1  4 

1  13 

1  1 

1  20 

1        19  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1  26.55 

1  2.92 

1     1.34  1 

12.43 

1  2.32 

1  6.21 

1  0.46 

1  9.47 

1    9.15  1 

RON  PCT  | 

1  TOTAL 

1  3762 

1  334 

1        96  1 

2027 

1  306 

1  665 

I  30 

1  666 

1    1245  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  522 

1  47 

1        13  1 

260 

1  43 

1  90 

I  4 

1  104 

1      171  1 

WGTD  N  I 

1  27.97 

1  2.53 

1     0.77  1 

15.06 

1  2.36 

1  4.67 

I  0.23 

1  5.63 

1    9.22  1 

RON  PCT  I 

IPROF.  2 

PRDPRT. 

I  PROTECT I 

SALES 

1  SCHL 

ISFRVICEl 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 

OWNER 

1 SERVICE  1 

1 TEACHER 

1  STAYERS 

1  260 

1  305 

1        37  1 

673 

1  962 

1     1327  1 

173 

1  12513  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  35 

1  36 

1         5  1 

113 

1  126 

1      179  1 

24 

1    1654  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1  2.17 

1  2.35 

1    0.32  1 

6.66 

1  7.62 

1  10.66  1 

1.46 

1100.00  1 

RON  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  10 

I  32 

1         5  1 

51 

1  27 

1      116  1 

14 

1      852  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  2 

1  6 

1        0  1 

13 

1  5 

1        30  I 

2 

1      215  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1  0.95 

I  3.15 

1     0.40  1 

6.26 

1  2.74 

1  14.22  1 

1.36 

1100.00  1 

RON  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  290 

1  337 

1        42  1 

924 

1  969 

1    1443  1 

187 

1  13365  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  37 

1  44 

1         5  1 

126 

1  131 

1      209  1 

26 

1    1669  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1  2.03 

1  2.44 

1    0.33  1 

6.61 

1  7.06 

1  11.25  1 

1.46 

1100.00  1 

ROW  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 

(BLACK  GROUP  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-15 


1  CLERK 

1 CRAFTS  1 FARMER/ | 
1  lAGICUL.I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER 1 MANAGER  1  ARMED 
1             1             1  FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  ll 
1             1  1 

1  STAYERS 

353 
35 
16.63 

1 

1  63 
1  7 
1  3.63 
1 

1  1 
1  16  1 
1  2  1 
1  0.94  1 
1  1 

242 
30 
14.26 

1  1 
1        70  1 
1         9  | 
1    4.36  1 
1  1 

1 

103  1 
11  1 
5.49  | 
1 

9 
1 

0.59 

1  153 
1  19 
1  9.25 
1 

1  | 

1      226  1 
1        24  I 
1  11.30  1 
1  I 

NUMBER  1 
HGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS 

35 
5 

14.07 

1 

1  9 
1  1 
1  2.96 
1 

1  1 
1  3  1 
I  0  1 
1  0.96  1 
1  1 

51 
10 

23.94 

1  1 
1        10  1 
1          1  1 
1     3.54  1 
1  1 

1 

17  | 
2  1 
6.87  1 
1 

1 
0 

0.60 

1 

1  13 
1  2 
1  6.16 
1 

1 

16  1 
3  1 
6.63  1 
1 

NUMBER  1 
HGTO  N  | 
RON  PCT  I 

1      TOTAL  | 

366 
40 
16.  37 

1 

1  72 
1  6 
1  3.52 
1 

1  1 
1  19  | 
1  2  1 
1  0.95  1 
1  1 

293 
40 
15.67 

1  1 
1        60  1 
1        10  1 
1    4.24  1 
1  1 

1 

120  1 
13  1 
5.72  1 
1 

10 
1 

0.59 

1  1 
1      166  1 
1        21  1 
1    8.74  1 
1  1 

1 

244  1 
27  I 
10.69  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTP  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

IPROF. 

2IPR0PRT. IPROTECTI 
1  OWNER  1  SERVICE  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL    1 SERVICE | 
1 TEACHER 1  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  I 
1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  33 
1  3 
1  1.66 

1 

1  26 
1  2 
1  1.35 
1 

1  1 
1  12  1 
1  1  1 
1  0.50  I 
1  1 

56 
6 

2.93 

1 

1  140 
1  14 
1  6.66 
1 

1  1 
1  283  I 
1  35  1 
1  16.67  1 
1  1 

56 
7 

3.34 

1  1 
1  1843  I 
1  212  1 
1100.00  I 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  4 
1  1 
1  3.23 

1 

1  6 
1  0 
1  1.50 
1 

1  1 
1  2  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.52  1 
1  1 

5 
0 

1.72 

1 

1  7 
1  1 
1  2.93 
1 

1  1 
1  43  1 
1  6  | 
1  20.93  1 
1  1 

6 
0 

1.18 

1  I 
1  230  I 
1  42  1 
1100.00  | 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
HGTO  N  1 
RON  PCT  | 

1  TOTAL 

1  37 
1  4 
1  1.94 

1 

1  32 
1  2 
1  1.37 
1 

1  1 
1  14  I 
1  1  1 
1  0.50  1 
1  1 

61 
6 

2.73 

1 

1  147 
1  15 
1  6.21 
1 

1  1 
1  326  1 
1  43  1 
1  17.36  1 
1  1 

64 

7 

2.96 

1  1 
1  2073  I 
1  254  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  I 
HGTO  N  I 
ROW  PCT  | 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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C*?  MOST  RECE**T  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  Of?  FEMaLE  GUARDIAN 
(NAMVE  AMERICAN  GROUP  ONLY  > 
API'KNDIX  C-16 


CLERK 

1  CRAFTS 

1  FARMER/ 1 
1  AGICUL. 1 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER  1  MANAGER 1  ARMED 
1             1             1  FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  ll 
1             1  1 

1  STAYERS 

37 
4 

23.33 

1  5 
1  0 
1  4.15 

1  1 
1  3  1 
1  0  1 
1  2.37  1 
1  1 

25 

2 

14.19 

1  1 
1          6  1 
1          0  1 
1    5.06  1 
1  1 

1 

6  1 
1  1 
5.65  1 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1        15  1 
1         2  1 
1  11.24  1 
1  1 

14  1 
1  1 
6.10  1 

NUMBER  1 
NGTD  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

7 
1 

>  17.64 

1  1 

1  0 
1  2.64 

1  1 
1  0  1 
1  0  1 
1    0.00  1 

1  1 

4 
0 

7.79 

1  1 
1          3  1 
1          0  1 
1    6.62  1 
1  1 

1 

1  1 
0  1 
2.67  1 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1          7  1 
1          1  1 
1  17.52  1 
1  1 

2  1 
0  1 
5.92  1 

NUMBER  1 
NGTD  N  1 
ROW  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  44 
1  5 
1  21.65 

1  6 
1  0 
1  3.76 

1  1 

1  3  1 
1  0  1 
1  1.75  1 
1  1 

29 
2 

12.53 

1  1 
1         9  1 
1         0  1 
1    6.00  1 
1  1 

1 

9  1 
J  1 
5.06  1 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1        22  1 
1         3  1 
1  12.67  1 
1  1 

16  1 
1  1 
7.53  1 

NUMBER  1 
NGTD  N  1 
RON  PCT  1 

IPROF.  2 

PROPRT. 
OWNER 

1  PROTECT 1 
1 SERVICE  1 

SALES 

1  SCHL 
1 TEACHER 

SERVICE  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  3 
1  0 
1  1.72 

3 
0 

2.36 

1  0  1 
1  0  1 
1     0.00  1 

3 
0 

1.69 

1  10 
1  1 
1  5.96 

1  20  1 
1  2  1 
1  12.15  1 

4 
0 

1.61 

1  156  1 
1  19  1 
1100.00  1 

NUMBER  1 
NGTD  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  2 
1  0 
1  5.37 

1 
0 

1  1.02 

1        o  1 

1  0  1 
1     0.00  1 

3 
0 

5.65 

1  3 
1  0 
1  6.34 

1  5  1 
I  0  1 
1  12.46  1 

2 
0 

3.92 

1  41  1 
1  6  1 
1100.00  1 

NUMBER  1 
NGTD  N  1 
RON  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  5 
1  0 
1  2.67 

I  4 
1  0 
1  2.02 

1        0  1 

1       o  I 

1    0.00  1 

6 
0 

2.92 

1  13 
1  1 
1  6.56 

1  25  1 
1  2  1 
1  12.23  1 

6 
0 

2.21 

1  197  1 
1  25  1 
1100.00  1 

NUMBER  1 
NGTD  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 

(ASIAN  GROUP  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-17 


1  CLERK 
1 

1 CRAFTS 
1 

1  FARMER/ 1 
lAGICUL.I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER  I MANAGER  1  ARMED 
1             1             1 FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  11 
1             1  1 

1  STAYERS 
| 

1 
1 

1 

1  39 
1  4 
1  16.52 

1 

1 

1  11 
1  1 
1  4.26 
1 

1  1 
1  2  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.56  1 
1  1 

31 
3 

11.66 

1  1 
1          9  | 
1          1  1 
1    3.66  1 
A  1 

1 

16  1 
2  1 
6.49  | 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1 

1  21 
1  1 
1  7.15 
1 

1  1 
1        35  1 
4  1 
15.65  1 
1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  1 
ROM  PCT  I 

1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 

1 

1 

1 
0 

13.67 

1 

i  o 

1  0 
1  0.00 

1 

1  1 
1  0  1 
1  0  1 
1     0.00  I 

1  1 

4 
0 

36.79 

1  1 
1         0  1 
1          0  1 
1    0.00  | 
1  1 

1 

0  I 
0  1 
0.00  1 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1 

1  2 
1          0  1 
1  14.63  1 
1  1 

1 

1  1 
0  1 
2.39  1 
1 

NUMBER  | 
UGTO  N  1 
ROW  PCT  | 

1  1 
1      TOTAL  1 
!  1 
1  1 
1  1 

40 
4 

16.36 

1 

1  11 
)  1 

1  4.02 
1 

1  1 

1  2  1 
1  0  | 
1  0.52  | 
1  1 

35 
3 

13.17 

1  1 
1          9  1 
1          1  1 
1     3.65  1 
1  1 

1 

16  1 
2  1 
7.96  1 
1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1        23  1 
1         1  1 
1    7.61  1 
1  1 

| 

36  1 
4  1 
14.66  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  1 
ROM  PCT  | 

IPROF. 

2 1 PPOPRT • | PROTECT I 
1  OtJNER  1  SERVICE! 

SALES 

1  SCHL    1 SERVICE  1 
1 TEACHER  1  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 
1  | 

1  STAYERS 

1  6 
1  0 
1  3.36 

1 

1  20 
1  1 
1  6.C3 
1 

1  1 
1  1  1 
1  0  1 
1  0.41  1 
1  1 

8 
0 

2.55 

1  1 
1        11  1 
1          1  1 
1    4.09  | 
1  1 

1 

25  1 
3  1 
12.36  1 
1 

6 
0 

2.21 

1  1 
1  243  1 
1  26  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  | 
UGTO  N  1 
RON  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  0 
1  0 
1  0.00 

1 

1  0 
1  0 
1  0.00 
1 

1  1 
1  0  1 
1  0  1 
1     0.00  I 

1  1 

0 
0 

0.00 

1  1 
1          0  1 
1          0  1 
1    0.00  I 

1  1 

1 

3  1 
0  1 
32.13  1 
1 

0 

0 

0.00 

1  | 
1  11  1 
1  1  1 
1100.00  I 

1  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  6 
1  0 
1  3.16 

1 

1  20 
1  1 
1  6.43 

1 

1  1 
1     1  1 

1  0  1 
1  0.36  1 
1  1 

6 
0 

2.40 

1  1 
1    11  1 
1     1  1 

1     3.65  | 
1  1 

1 

26  1 
3  1 
13.53  1 
1 

6 
0 

2.07 

1  1 

1  254  1 
1  27  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  1 
RON  PCT  1 

NOTE:  UEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  6UAR0IAN 
(MEXICAN  AMERICAN  GROUP  ONLY ) 

APPENDIX  C-18 


CLERK 

1  CRAFTS 

1  FARMER/ 1 
1 AGICUL. j 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER 

MANAGER 

ARMEO 
FORCES 

1 OPERAT • 

IPROF.  ll 

1  STAYERS 

233 
19 
19.25 

1  40 
1  3 
1  3.79 

1  20  1 
1  1  1 
1    1.45  1 

311 
20 
21.15 

1  79 
1  5 
1  6.03 

52 
3 

3.44 

3 
0 

0.21 

1  95 
1  6 
1  6.31 

1  85  1 
1  7  1 
1    7.12  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

19 
3 

11.76 

1  5 
1  0 
1  2.45 

1  6  1 
1  0  I 
1    2.62  1 

54 
5 

20.66 

1  13 
1  1 
1  5.51 

l  9 
1  1 
1  5.66 

1 

I  0 
>  0.94 

1  16 
1  3 
1  10.67 

1  10  1 
1  0  1 
1    2.71  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

252 
1  22 
17.56 

1  45 
1  3 
1  3.49 

1  26  1 
1  1  1 
1     1.76  1 

365 
25 
21.04 

1  92 
1  6 
1  5.92 

1  61 
1  4 
1  3.94 

1  4 
1  0 
1  0.37 

1  113 
1  11 
1  6.66 

1  95  1 
1  7  I 
1    6.13  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  I 
ROM  PCT  I 

PROF.  2IPR0PRT.I 
1  OWNER  1 

PROTECT  1 
SERVICE  1 

SALES  | 

SCHL  1 
TEACHER  1 

SERVICE  1 
1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 

1    STAYERS  1 

1 

19  1 

22  1 

1 

5  1 

62  1 

67  1 

1 

167  1 

22 

1    1302  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  1 

1  1 

0  1 

4  1 

6  1 

13  1 

1 

1        96  1 

UGTO 

N  1 

1.53  1 
1 

1.20  1 

0.26  1 
1 

4.44  1 

6.46  1 

13.49  1 
1 

1.67 

1100.00  1 

ROM 

PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS  1 

1 

1  1 

5  1 

1 

0  1 

7  1 

6  1 

1 

43  1 

2 

1      199  1 

NUMBER  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

I  1 

0  1 

7  I 

0 

1        26  1 

UGTO 

N  1 

0.06  1 
1 

1.46  1 

0.00  1 
1 

3.93  1 

2.79 

26.32  1 
1 

2.00 

1100.00  1 

ROM 

PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

1 

20  I 

27  1 

i 

»  1 

69  1 

93 

1 

210  1 

24 

1     1501  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  1 

1  1 

0  I 

5  1 

6 

20  1 

1 

1      126  1 

UGTO 

N  | 

1.20  1 
1 

1.26  1 

0.20  1 
1 

4.33  1 

5.64 

16.36  1 
1 

1.90 

1100.00  | 

ROM 

PCT  1 

NOTE:  HEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OP  MOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUARDIAN 

I  PUERTO  RICAN  GROUP  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-19 


1  CLERK  1 CRAFTS 
1  1 

1 FARMER/ I 
lAGICUL. I 

HOME- 
MAKER 

1  LABORER IMANAGERI  ARMEO 
1             1             1  FORCES 

lOPERAT. IPROF.  11 
1             1  1 

1  STAYERS 

1  1 
1        39  I 
1         4  1 
1  18.92  1 
1  1 

6 
1 

4.57 

1  1 
1  2  1 
1  0  1 
1  1.52  I 
1  1 

40 
3 

16.59 

1  1 
1         7  1 
1         0  I 
1     3.70  1 
1  1 

1 

12  1 
1  1 
5.09  1 
1 

3 
0 

1.48 

1 

1  21 
1  2 
1    8.89  I 

1  1 

1 

14  1 
1  1 
5.68  1 
1 

NUMBER  I 
UGTO  N  I 
ROM  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 

5  I 
0  1 

7.74  1 
1 

2 
0 

6.97 

1  1 
1  1  1 
1  0  1 
1  1.59  1 
1  1 

6 
0 

8.26 

1  1 
1         4  1 
1         0  1 
1  10.84  I 
1  1 

1 

2  1 
0  1 
3.55  1 
1 

1 
0 

0.90 

1  1 
1         8  1 
1         1  1 
1  19.25  1 
1  1 

| 

5  1 
1  1 
14.62  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  I 
ROM  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  I 

1 

44  I 
4  I 
16.17  1 
1 

8 
1 

5.16 

1  1 
1  3  1 
1  0  1 
1  1.54  1 
1  1 

46 
3 

14.54 

1  1 
1        11  1 
1         0  1 
1    5.46  1 
1  1 

1 

14  1 
1  1 
4.71  1 
1 

4 
0 

1.34 

1  1 
1        29  1 
1         3  1 
1  11.44  1 
1  1 

19  I 
2  1 
7.86  1 

NUMBER  1 
UGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  I 

PROF.  2 IPROPRT.I PROTECT I 
1  OWNER  1 SERVICE  1 

SALES  |  SCHL  ISERVICEl 
1  TEACHER  I  | 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  I 
1  I 

1    STAYERS  I 

1 

5  1 

1 

2  1 

1 

0  1 

1 

10  I 

13 

1  1 
1        33  I 

5 

1  1 
1      212  1 

NUMBER  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

1  1 

1 

1         3  I 

0 

1        22  1 

UGTO  N  I 

2.22  1 
1 

0.69  1 
1 

0.00  1 
1 

4.86  I 
1 

6.83 

1  16.18  1 
1 

2.77 

1100.00  I 
1  I 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS  | 

1 

1  1 

1 

1  1 

1 

0  1 

1 

0  1 

3 

1 

4  I 

1 

1  1 
1        44  1 

NUMBER  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

1  1 

0 

1         7  1 

UGTO  N  I 

3.70  I 
1 

0.68  I 
1 

0.00  I 

1 

0.00  I 
1 

4.49  I 

1 

14.42  1 
1 

2.98 

1100.00  I 

1  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  I 

1 

6  1 

1 

3  1 

1 

0  1 

1 

10  I 

1 

16  1 

1 

37  | 

6 

1  1 

1      256  1 

NUMBER  I 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

1  1 

1  1 

4  I 

0 

1        29  I 

UGTO  N  | 

2.59  1 
1 

0.69  1 
1 

0.00  | 

1 

3.66  1 
1 

6.25  1 
1 

15.75  1 
1 

2.83 

1100.00  1 
1  I 

ROM  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHT EO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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CURRENT  OR  HOST  RECENT  OCCUPATION  OF  RESPONDENT'S  MOTHER  OR  FEMALE  GUAROIAN 

I  OTHER  HISPANIC  GROUP  ONLY  I 
APPENDIX  C-20 


1  CLERK  1 

CRAFTS  | 

FARMER/ 1 
AGICUL. 1 

HOME-  1 
MAKER  1 

LABORER 1 

MANAGER  1 

ARMED 
FORCES 

lOPERAT. 1 

PROF.  11 

1  STAYERS 

221  1 

39  | 

14  1 

171  1 

26  1 

49  1 

3 

1        84  1 

81  1 

NUMBER  1 

1        25  1 

3  1 

1  1 

19  1 

2  1 

6  1 

0 

1         8  1 

9  1 

WGTO 

N  1 

23.75  1 

3.62  1 

1.61  1 

17.93  1 

2.77  1 

6.22  1 

0.27 

1    7.54  I 

9.10  1 

ROM 

PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

!        19  1 

2  1 

1  1 

14  1 

5  1 

5  1 

0 

1        17  | 

5  1 

NUMBER  1 

3  1 

0  I 

0  1 

2  1 

0  1 

1  1 

0 

1          1  1 

0  I 

WGTO 

N  1 

>  20.41  1 

3.66  1 

1.47  1 

17.29  1 

5.47  1 

6.61  1 

0.00 

1  11.65  1 

5.20  1 

ROM 

PCT  I 

1  TOTAL 

240  1 

41  I 

15  1 

185  1 

31  1 

54  I 

3 

1      101  1 

86  1 

NUMBER  1 

28  1 

3  1 

1  1 

21  1 

2  1 

7  I 

0 

1         9  1 

9  1 

MGTO 

N  1 

23.33  I 

3.62  1 

1.60  1 

17.85  1 

3.11  1 

6.26  1 

0.23 

1    8.05  1 

8.61  1 

ROM 

PCT  I 

PROF.  21 

PROPRT • 1 
OWNER  1 

PROTECT  I 
SERVICE  I 

SALES  | 

SCHL  1 
TEACHER 1 

SERVICE  1 

TECH. 

1  TOTAL  1 

1    STAYERS  1 

23  1 

25  1 

6  1 

40  1 

46  1 

117  1 

17 

1      962  1 

NUMBER  1 

2  1 

2  1 

0  I 

4  1 

3  1 

14  I 

1 

1      106  1 

MGTO 

N  1 

2. 

01  1 

2.34  1 

0.67  1 

4.30  1 

3.25  1 

13.34  1 

1.29 

1100.00  1 

RON 

PCT  1 

1  OROPOUTS  1 

2  1 

5  1 

0  1 

3  1 

1  1 

16  1 

3 

1        98  1 

NUMBER  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

2  1 

0 

1        15  1 

WGTO 

N  1 

1. 

21  1 

2.73  1 

0.00  1 

1.73  1 

2.30  1 

17.26  1 

3.01 

1100.00  1 

ROM 

PCT  1 

1      TOTAL  1 

25  1 

30  1 

6  1 

43  1 

47  1 

133  1 

20 

1     1060  | 

NUMBER  1 

Z  1 

2  1 

0  1 

4  1 

3  1 

16  1 

1 

1      121  1 

MGTO 

N  1 

1. 

91  1 

2.39  1 

0.58  1 

3.98  1 

3.13  1 

13.83  1 

1.51 

1100.00  1 

ROM 

PCT  1 

NOTE:  NEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


535 


HOUSEHOLD  STRUCTURE 
I  ALL  STUDENTS) 
APPENDIX  C-21 


1 NATURAL  11  STEP 
1  PARENTS 1  PARENT 

1 MOTHER 
1  ONLY 

1  FATHER 
1  ONLY 

12  STEP  1 GRAND-  I 
1  PARENTS 1  PARENTS | 

OTHER  1  TOTAL  1 
STRUCT  1  | 

1  STAYERS 

1  1 
1  16762  I 
1    2067  | 
1  74.14  | 
1  1 

1607 
207 
7.45 

1  3146 
1  374 
1  13.43 

1  668 
1  61 
1  2.93 

1  105 
1  13 
1  0.48 

1  1 
1  157  | 
1  16  | 
1  0.66  1 
1  | 

219 
25 
0.90 

1  1 
1  22666  1 
1    2768  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  | 
WGTD  N  | 
RON  PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  1 
1    1225  1 
1      259  | 
1  51.32  | 
1  1 

304 
74 
14.73 

1  551 
1  106 
1  21.56 

1  119 
1  25 
1  5.00 

1  46 
1  11 
1  2.36 

1  1 
1  44  | 
1  9  | 
1  1.89  | 
1  1 

82 
15 
3.12 

1  1 
1    2371  1 
1      504  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  I 
WGTD  N  | 
RON  PCT  | 

1  TOTAL 

1  1 
1  16007  | 
1     2326  1 
1  70.64  | 
1  1 

1911 

261 
6.56 

1  3699 
1  482 
1  14.66 

1  787 
1  106 
1  3.25 

1  151 

1  24 
1  0.77 

1  1 
1  201  | 
1  27  | 
1  0.66  1 
1  1 

301 
40 
1.24 

1  1 
1  25057  1 
1    3292  1 
1100.00  1 
1  1 

NUMBER  | 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


536 


HOUSEHOLD  STRUCTURE 
(HALES  ONLY) 
APPENDIX  C-22 


1  1 NATURAL 
1                  1  PARENTS 

1  STEP 
PARENT 

1 MOTHER 
1  ONLY 

1 FATHER 
1  DNLY 

12  STEP 
1 PARENTS 

GRAND-  | 
PARENTS 1 

OTHER 
STRUCT 

1  TOTAL  1 

1  1  1 
1  STAYERS  1  8433  1 
1  1  1049  1 
1  1  75.51  I 
1                  1  1 

722 
93 
6.74 

1  1419 
1  173 
1  12.46 

1  344 
1  42 
1  3.05 

1  49 
1  7 
1  0.50 

73  1 
9  1 
0.65  1 

130 
15 
1.09 

11170  1 
1    1369  1 
100.00  | 

NUMBER  I 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  1  1 
1  DROPOUTS  1  665  1 
1  1  147  | 
1  1  55.00  I 
1                  1  1 

134 
30 
11.51 

1  279 
1  57 
1  21.39 

1  65 
1  14 
1  5.44 

1  22 
1  5 
1  2.01 

26  1 
5  \ 
2.14  1 

35 
6 

2.51 

1226  1 
266  | 
100.00  1 

NUMBER  1 
WGTD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  1  ! 
1  TOTAL  1  9096  1 
1  1  1196  1 
1  1  72.16  | 
1                  t  1 

656 
123 
7.51 

1  1690 
1  230 
1  13.90 

1  409 
1  56 
1  3.44 

1  71 
1  12 
1  0.75 

99  1 
14  1 
0.69  1 

165 
21 
1.32 

12396  1 
1657  1 
100.00  1 

NUMBER  1 
M6TD  N  | 
ROM  PCT  | 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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NOUS E HOLD  STRUCTURE 
i FEMALES  ONLY) 
APPENDIX  C-23 


1  NATURAL 
1 PARENTS 

1  STEP 
PARENT 

INOTHER 
1  ONLY 

1  FATHER 
1  ONLY 

12  STEP  1 GRAND-  | 
1  PARENTS 1 PARENTS 1 

OTHER 
STRUCT 

I  TOTAL  I 

1  STAYERS 

1  6349  1 
1  1016  1 
1  72.77  1 

665 
113 
6.14 

1 

1  1729 
1  201 
1  14.40 
1 

1  324 
1  39 
1  2.61 

1  56 
1  6 
1  0.46 

1  | 
1  64  I 
1  9  I 
1  0.70  1 
1  1 

69 
9 

0.71 

1  11516  1 
1399  I 
100.00  I 

NUMBER  | 
MGTO  N  | 
ROM  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  560  I 
1  111  1 
1  47.14  1 

170 
43 
16.41 

1 

1  272 
1  51 
1  21.75 
1 

1  54 
1  10 
1  4.49 

1  24 
1  6 
1  2.60 

1  | 
1  16  1 
1  3  I 
1  1.60  1 
1  1 

47  1 
8  1 
3.81  1 

1145  1 
235  I 
100.00  1 

NUMBER  | 
WGTO  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1  6909  1 
1  1129  1 
1  69.97  1 

1055 
156 
9.63 

1 

1  2001 
1  252 
1  15.46 
1 

I  376 

1  49 
1  3.05 

1  60 
1  12 
1  0.60 

1  I 
1  102  1 
1  12  1 
1  0.63  | 
1  | 

136  1 
17  | 
1.16  1 

12661  1 
1634  | 
100.00  1 

NUMBER  I 
MGTO  N  1 
ROM  PCT  1 

NOTE:  HEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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HOUSEHOLD  STRUCTURE 
(WHITE  GROUP  ONLY) 
APPENDIX  C-24 


NATURAL  11  STEP 
PARENTS 1  PARENT 

1 MOTHER  | 
1  ONLY  | 

FATHER  I 
ONLY  | 

2  STEP  1 
PARENTS | 

GRAND-  | 
PARENTS  1 

OTHER 
STRUCT 

1  TOTAL  1 

1  STAYERS 

1 

12232  1 

1096 

1     1463  1 

418  I 

47  1 

42  | 

77 

1  15395  1 

NUMBER  1 

1614  I 

146 

1      195  1 

54  I 

6  I 

5  1 

9 

1    2035  1 

WGTD 

N  I 

79.32  1 
1 

7.32 

1     9.60  1 

2.69  1 

0.31  1 

0.26  I 

0.48 

1100.00  1 

ROM 

PCT  | 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 

603  1 

161 

1      227  1 

63  | 

27  | 

12  1 

31 

1    1224  1 

NUMBER  1 

170  I 

49 

1        50  | 

15  I 

8  | 

2  1 

7 

1      304  1 

WGTO 

N  I 

55.97  1 
1 

16.35 

1  16.65  1 

5.05  I 

2.72  1 

0.93  1 

2.33 

1100.00  1 

ROM 

PCT  I 

1  TOTAL 

1 

12915  I 

1277 

1     1710  1 

481  I 

74  | 

54  I 

108 

1  16619  1 

NUMBER  1 

1764  | 

197 

1      245  | 

69  | 

14  | 

7  | 

16 

1     2339  1 

WGTD 

N  I 

76.28  1 
1 

6.49 

1  10.52  1 

3.00  | 

0.62  1 

0.36  1 

0.72 

1100.00  | 

ROM 

PCT  I 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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HOUSEHOLD  STRUCTURE 
I  ASIAN  GROUP  ONLY) 
APPENDIX  C-t6 


NATURAL  I 
PARENTS 1 

1  STEP 
PARENT 

MOTHER  1 
1  ONLY  1 

FATHER  1 
ONLY  | 

2  STEP  1 
PARENTS 1 

GRAND-  I 
PARENTS 1 

OTHER 
STRUCT 

1  TOTAL  1 

1  STAYERS 

244  1 

12 

39  1 

14  | 

1  I 

0  1 

9 

1      319  1 

NUMBER  1 

25  1 

1 

4  I 

1  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0 

1        33  1 

MGTD  N  1 

76.34  1 

4.36 

12.71  1 

3.66  1 

0.43  I 

0.00  1 

2.46 

1 100.00  1 

ROW  PCT  I 

1  DROPOUTS 

11  1 

1 

9  | 

0  1 

0  1 

1  1 

0 

1        22  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  1 

0 

1  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0  1 

0 

1         3  I 

MGTD  N  I 

48.12  1 

5.59 

41.44  | 

0.00  1 

0.00  1 

4.65  1 

0.00 

1100.00  1 

ROM  per  1 

1  TOTAL 

255  1 

13 

48  1 

14  | 

1  1 

1  1 

9 

1      341  1 

NUMBER  I 

1        26  1 

1 

5  1 

1  1 

0  ! 

0  1 

0 

1        36  1 

MGTD  N  1 

73.75  1 

4.50 

15.35  I 

3.32  1 

0.39  1 

0.45  1 

2.25 

1100.00  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

NOTE:  HEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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HOUSEHOlO  STRUCTURE 
i MEXICAN  AMERICAN  GROUP  ONLY ) 
APPENDIX  C-2B 


1 NATURAL! 

1  STEP 

1 MOTHER 

1  FATHER 

12  STEP 

GRAND-  1 

OTHER 

TOTAL  1 

1  PARENTS 

PARENT 

1  ONLY 

1  ONLY 

1  PARENTS 

PARENTSI 

STRUCT 

1  STAYERS 

1 

1  1455 

102 

1  263 

1  66 

1  11 

21  1 

37 

1955  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  107 

9 

1  20 

1  6 

1  0 

>          1  1 

2 

146  1 

WGTO  N  1 

1  72.11 
1  1 

6.20 

1  13.94 

1  4.25 

1  0.65 

1.17  1 

1.67 

100.00  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1 

1  176 

32 

1  70 

1  13 

1  3 

4  1 

13 

313  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  24 

5 

1  10 

1  1 

1  0 

>          0  1 

1 

1        45  1 

WGTO  N  | 

1  54.21 
1 

12.58 

1  23.27 

1  4.13 

1  0.89 

1.66  1 

3.05 

100.00  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  TOTAL 

1 

1  1633 

134 

1  333 

1  79 

1  14 

1        25  1 

50 

1     2266  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  131 

14 

1  30 

1  7 

1  0 

1         1  1 

3 

1      193  1 

WGTO  N  | 

1  67.91 
1 

7.70 

1  16.13 

1  4.22 

1  0.71 

1     1.33  1 

1.99 

1100.00  1 

RON  PCT  1 

NOTE:  HEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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HOUSEHOLD  STRUCTURE 
I  OTHER  HISPANIC  GROUP  ONLY ) 
APPENDIX  C-30 


1 NATURAL 

1  STEP 

1 MOTHER 

1 FATHER 

12  STEP 

GRAND-  1 

OTHER 

TOTAL  1 

1  PARENTS 

PARENT 

1  ONLY 

1  ONLY 

I  PARENTS 

1  PARENTS  1 

STRUCT 

1  STAYERS 

1  952 

69 

1  164 

1  41 

1  9 

1        12  1 

15 

1    1262  1 

NUMBER  1 

1  101 

6 

1  19 

1  4 

1  1 

1         1  1 

1 

136  I 

WGTD  N  1 

1  73.34 

6.36 

1  13.92 

1  3.49 

1  0.61 

1    1.03  1 

1.03 

1100.00  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

1  DROPOUTS 

1  69 

17 

1  24 

1  10 

1  0 

1         2  1 

6 

1      146  I 

NUMBER  | 

1  13 

2 

1  4 

1  2 

1  0 

I         0  1 

1 

1        24  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1  55.62 

11.27 

1  19.23 

1  6.70 

1  0.00 

I    1.13  1 

4.06 

1100.00  1 

ROM  PCT  | 

i  TOTAL 

1  1041 

106 

1  166 

1  51 

1  9 

1        14  1 

21 

1     1430  1 

NUMBER  I 

1  114 

10 

1  23 

1  6 

1  1 

I         1  1 

2 

1      162  1 

WGTD  N  1 

1  70.67 

7.11 

1  14.73 

1  4.26 

1  0.69 

1    1.04  1 

1.49 

1 100. 00  1 

ROM  PCT  1 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  C  -  31 
Table  3-13A 

WHEN  YOU  WERE  IN  THE  FIRST  GRADE p  ABOUT  HON  MANY  OF  THE  STUDENTS  IN  YOUR  CLA3S  HERE  BLACK9 

(i=none;  5=ald 


ALL  SOPH0M0RES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOUUP 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEM1C 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


22112  2912 


10654 
11458 


1427 
1485 


16227  2290 

2675  340 

300  32 

215  28 

1589  117 

278  29 

774  70 


19295  2639 
681  85 
2136  188 


4907  654 

6376  834 

6815  932 

4014  492 


9693  1305 
7928  981 
4107  574 


4548  571 
11035  1401 
6529  940 


MEAN 
1.72 


1.71 
1.73 


5221      670  1.99 
10717    1448  1.66 
5727      738  1.57 


1.48 
3.35 
1.62 
1.79 
1.66 
2.23 
1.74 


1.75 
1.53 
1.49 


1.65 
1.42 
2.14 
1.54 


1.68 
1.66 
1.91 


2.15 
1.63 
1.61 


S.O. 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
0.9 
0.8 


0.7 
1.2 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.7 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
1.1 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
1.1 


1.2 
0.9 
0.9 


SAMP 
N 


MTD 
N 


20175  2495 


9686 
10489 


1211 
1263 


15042  1994 

2364  279 

285  30 

168  21 

1373  90 

220  21 

677  55 


4568  582 

5921  736 

6039  765 

3647  411 


MEAN 
1.69 


1.68 
1.71 


4393  506  1.99 
9913  1268  1.63 
5514     682  1.55 


1.46 
3.35 
1.61 
1.68 
1.62 
2.29 
1.72 


17439    2240  1.72 
655       73  1.52 
2081      181  1.48 


1.63 
1.39 
2.13 
1.52 


6633  1076  1.65 
7679  924  1.64 
3556     458  1.88 


4001     460  2.14 
10236    1228  1.60 
5938     806  1.57 


S.O. 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 


1.2 
0.9 
0.8 


0.6 
1.2 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.7 
0.8 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLONUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 

N 


1937  418 


968 
969 


828 
804 
213 


1185 
311 
15 
47 
216 
58 
97 


1856 
26 
55 


216 
202 


164 
181 
56 


296 
61 
2 
7 
27 
9 
15 


399 
12 
7 


MEAN 
1.91 


1.93 
1.89 


1.97 
1.84 
1.84 


1.62 
3.36 
1.84 
2.08 
1.78 
2.08 
1.81 


1.92 
1.58 
1.00 


S.O. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
1.2 
0.6 
1.0 
1.0 
0.8 
1.0 


1.1 
0.5 
0.9 


OROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.22* 


0.26* 
0.18* 


-0.02 
0.20* 
0,29* 


0.16* 
0.01 
0.24 
0.39 
0.16 
-0.21 
0.09 


0.21* 

0.06 

0*33 


0.9 

339 

72 

1.85 

1.0 

0.22 

0.8 

455 

98 

1.64 

1.0 

0.25* 

1.1 

776 

167 

2.21 

1.1 

0.08 

0.7 

367 

81 

1.68 

0.8 

0.17 

0.9 

1060 

229 

1.83 

1.0 

0.18* 

0.9 

249 

57 

1.97 

1.0 

H.33* 

1.1 

551 

116 

2.01 

1.2 

0*12 

1.2 

547 

111 

2.21 

1.2 

0.06 

0.8 

799 

173 

1.78 

1.0 

0.18* 

0.9 

591 

134 

1.83 

1.0 

0.26* 

-0.01 
0.22 
0.37 


0.25 
0.01 
0.30 
0.42 
0.19 
-0.24 
0.10 


0.21 
0.09 
0.42 


0.25 
0.30 
0.07 
0.23 


0.  20 
0.36 
0.11 


0.05 
0.21 
0.30 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  C  -  32 


Table  3-13B 

WHEN  YOU  HERE  IN  THE  SIXTH  GRADE ,  ABOUT  HOW  MANY  OF  THE  STUDENTS  IN  YOUR  CUSS  HERE  BLACK? 

UsNONE;  5 "ALL) 


ALL  SOPH0N0RE5-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


DROPOUTS 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTD 

MINUS 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

TOTAL 

21928 

2886 

1.84 

1.0 

20010 

2473 

1.80 

0.9 

1918 

413 

2.04 

1.1 

0.23* 

SEX* 

MALE 

10551 

1412 

1.83 

1.0 

9594 

1200 

1.79 

0.9 

957 

212 

2.0/ 

1.1 

0.28« 

FEMALE 

11377 

1474 

1.84 

1.0 

10416 

1273 

1.81 

1.0 

961 

201 

2.00 

1.0 

0.18* 

SES: 

LOW 

5162 

661 

2.07 

1.1 

4344 

499 

2.07 

1.1 

818 

162 

2.08 

1.1 

0.01 

MIDDLE 

10645 

1439 

1.77 

0.9 

9846 

1259 

1.74 

0.9 

799 

180 

1.99 

1.1 

0.24* 

HIGH 

5682 

731 

1.70 

0.8 

5473 

676 

1.68 

0.8 

209 

55 

1.95 

0.9 

0.27* 

RACES 

WHITE 

16117 

2274 

1.61 

0.7 

14941 

1980 

1.59 

0.7 

1176 

294 

1.78 

0.8 

0.19* 

BLACK 

261V 

332 

3.35 

1.1 

2315 

273 

3.35 

1.1 

304 

59 

3.37 

1.1 

0.01 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

302 

32 

1.65 

0.8 

286 

39 

1.62 

0.8 

16 

2 

2.05 

1.0 

0.43 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

216 

28 

1.77 

0.9 

168 

21 

1.73 

0.9 

48 

A 

1.86 

0.8 

0.13 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1579 

116 

1.79 

0.9 

1365 

89 

1.76 

0.8 

214 

27 

1.88 

1.0 

0.12 

PUERTO  RICAN 

275 

29 

2.37 

0.9 

218 

21 

2.40 

0.9 

57 

8 

2.28 

0.8 

-0.12 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

766 

69 

1.86 

0.9 

670 

55 

1.82 

0.9 

96 

14 

2.02 

1.1 

0.20 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 

PUBLIC 

19132 

2615 

1.86 

1.0 

17295 

2221 

1.83 

1.0 

1837 

394 

2.05 

1.1 

0.22* 

PRIVATE 

677 

84 

1.58 

0.7 

650 

72 

1.58 

0.7 

27 

12 

1.59 

0.7 

0.01 

CATHOLIC 

2119 

187 

1.57 

0.8 

2065 

180 

1.56 

0.8 

54 

7 

1.98 

1.0 

0.42 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST 

4868 

649 

1.80 

0.9 

4531 

578 

1.76 

0.9 

337 

71 

2.10 

1.1 

0.34* 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6319 

827 

1.49 

0.8 

5868 

730 

1.45 

0.8 

451 

97 

1.76 

1.0 

0.31* 

SOUTH 

6760 

923 

2.28 

1.1 

5987 

757 

2.27 

1.0 

773 

166 

2.30 

1.1 

0.03 

WEST 

3981 

487 

1.64 

0.8 

3624 

408 

1.62 

0.7 

357 

79 

1.75 

0.8 

0.13 

CURRICULUM  : 

GENERAL 

9628 

1298 

1.77 

0.9 

8571 

1069 

1.73 

0.9 

1057 

229 

1.92 

1.0 

0.19* 

ACADEMIC 

7874 

974 

1.80 

0.9 

7628 

918 

1.78 

0.9 

246 

56 

2.12 

1.0 

0.34* 

VOCATIONAL 

4045 

564 

2.04 

1.1 

3506 

450 

1.99 

1.1 

539 

113 

2.21 

1.2 

0.22 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN 

4507 

566 

2.32 

1.2 

3967 

456 

2.29 

1.2 

540 

110 

2.45 

1.2 

0.16 

SUBURBAN 

10960 

1391 

1.75 

0.8 

10167 

1220 

1.73 

0.8 

793 

172 

1.93 

1.0 

0.21* 

RURAL 

6461 

929 

1.66 

0.9 

5876 

798 

1.64 

0.9 

585 

131 

1.82 

1.0 

0.18 

NOTES  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  C  -  33 


Table  3-13C 

WHEN  YOU  HERE  IN  THE  NINTH  6RA0E.  ABOUTHOH  MANY  OF  THE  STUDENTS  IN  YOUR  CLASS  HERE  BLACK? 

( l=MONE5  5SALL) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


ALL  SOPHOMORES- X 980 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUDLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP  WTD 
N  N 

21962  2891 


10563 
11399 


1413 
1478 


5174  663 
10656  1440 
5686  732 


16130  2276 

2629  333 

304  32 

215  28 

1579  116 

276  29 

775  70 


19163  2619 
677  85 
2122  187 


MEAN 
2.05 


2.04 
2.06 


2.24 
1.99 
1.96 


1.88 
3.22 
2.02 
1.97 
2.03 
2.63 
2.04 


2.08 
1.59 
1.91 


S.O. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


1.1 
0.9 
0.7 


0.8 
1.0 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.7 
0.6 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


20031  2475 


9598  1200 
10433  1275 


4354  500 
9853  1260 
5476  677 


14945  1981 
2323  274 
30 
21 
89 
21 
55 


288 
166 
1366 
218 
678 


17313  2223 
650  72 
2068  180 


MEAN 
2.02 


2.00 
2.03 


2.22 
1.97 
1.94 


1.85 
3.18 
2.02 
1.88 
1.99 
2.69 
2.02 


2.04 
1.56 
1.89 


9640  1300 
7*76  975 
4059  565 


4521  568 
10969  1392 
6472  930 


1.99 
2.03 
2.22 


2.59 
1.99 
1.81 


0.9 
0.8 
1.0 


1.0 
0.8 
0.9 


8577 
7627 
3517 


10 

rlS 

*51 


3979  *57 
10169    :  m 
5883  799 


1.95 

2.01 


2.57 


s.o. 

0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


1.1 
0.9 
0.7 


0.7 
1.0 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


4870 

649 

2.04 

0.8 

4532 

578 

2.01 

0.8 

6327 

828 

1.71 

0.8 

5873 

77: 

:  '* 

0.8 

6768 

924 

2.44 

1.0 

5990 

I  A. 

1.0 

3997 

489 

1.92 

0.7 

3636 

40V 

J. 7 

0.9 
0.8 
1.0 


1.0 
0.7 
0.9 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


965 
966 


1185 
306 
16 
49 
213 
58 
97 


WTO 
N 


1931  415 


213 
202 


MEAN 
2.26 


2.26 
2.26 


820  162  2.31 
803  181  2.20 
210       55  2.22 


295 
59 
2 
8 
26 
9 
15 


2.04 
3.40 
2.01 
c.23 
2.15 
2.49 
2.13 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 


11 

1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.1 
0.6 
0.9 
1.0 
0.8 
1.0 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.24* 


0.26» 
0.23* 


0.08 

0.23* 

0.28* 


0.19* 
0.22 

-0.01 
0.35 
0.17 

-0.20 
0.11 


0.27 


0.29 
0.26 


0.08 
0.26 
0.39 


0.26 
0.21 

-0.01 
0.42 
0.20 

-0.22 
0.12 


1850 

396 

2.27 

1.0 

0.23* 

0.25 

27 

12 

1.76 

0.8 

0.20 

0.31 

54 

7 

2.51 

1.1 

0.62 

1.01 

338 

71 

2.28 

1.1 

0.27* 

0.33 

454 

98 

1.96 

1.0 

0.28* 

0.35 

778 

166 

2.53 

1.1 

0.12 

0.12 

361 

80 

2.03 

0.8 

0.14 

0.19 

1063 

230 

2.18 

1.0 

0.23* 

0.26 

249 

57 

2.30 

1.0 

0.29« 

0.36 

F42 

113 

2.40 

1.1 

0.22* 

0.21 

542 

111 

2.69 

1.1 

0.11 

0.11 

800 

173 

2.18 

0.9 

0.22* 

0.29 

589 

132 

2.01 

1.0 

0.23* 

0.26 

NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  C  -  34 


Table  3- 131) 

MIEN  YOU  WERE  IN  THE  FIRST  GRADE*  ABOUT  MOM  MANY  OF  THE  STUDENTS  IN  YOUR  CLASS  WERE  HISPANIC? 

(l=NOME;  5-ALLI 


ALL  SO*1IOM*FS-I900 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


oot  roriowEs 

MHO  STAY CO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


MTD 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTD 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


OROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 


TOTAL 

21909 

2663 

1.51 

0.7 

2001\ 

2473 

1.48 

0.7 

1895 

409 

1.65 

0.6 

0.17* 

0.24 

sex? 

OCA  • 

MALE 

10552 

1411 

1.53 

0.7 

1200 

1.51 

0.7 

9<i6 

211 

1.68 

0.9 

0.18* 

0.24 

FEMALE 

11357 

1471 

1.49 

0.7 

1273 

1.47 

0.7 

949 

198 

1.62 

0.6 

0.16* 

0.23 

SES« 

LOW 

5176 

662 

1.60 

0.9 

501 

1.58 

0.9 

818 

161 

1.65 

0.9 

0.07 

0.06 

MIOOLE 

10644 

1437 

1.47 

0.7 

90*0 

1260 

1.45 

0.7 

786 

177 

1.60 

0.8 

0.14* 

0.21 

HIGH 

5676 

731 

1.49 

0.6 

5461 

675 

1.46 

0.6 

211 

56 

1.84 

0.9 

0.37* 

0.61 

RACE* 

WHITE 

16076 

2267 

1.43 

0.6 

14«'.  3 

1977 

1.41 

?.6 

1163 

291 

1.55 

0.7 

0.14* 

0.23 

BLACK 

2632 

334 

1.46 

0.7 

2^33 

276 

1.44 

0.7 

299 

59 

1.53 

0.6 

0.09 

0.12 

AS I AN- AMERICAN 

295 

31 

1.75 

0.9 

29 

1.75 

0.9 

14 

2 

1.76 

0.8 

0.01 

0.01 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

206 

27 

1.70 

0.6 

164 

20 

1.'% 

0.8 

44 

7 

1.63 

0.7 

-0.10 

•0.12 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1593 

116 

2.54 

1.2 

1376 

91 

Z  57 

1.2 

215 

27 

2.43 

1.1 

-0.14 

-0.12 

PUERTO  RICAN 

274 

29 

2.65 

1.1 

21b 

20 

it. £3 

1.1 

56 

8 

2.70 

1.0 

0.07 

0.06 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

776 

70 

2.02 

1.1 

660 

55 

l.v9 

1.1 

96 

14 

2.15 

1.2 

0.16 

0.15 

SCHOOL  TYPE? 

PUBLIC 

19112 

2613 

1.51 

0.7 

17*97 

1.49 

0.7 

1815 

391 

1.64 

0.8 

0.15* 

0.21 

PRIVATE 

672 

63 

1.51 

0.6 

647 

1.42 

0.7 

25 

11 

£,09 

0.9 

0.67 

0.97 

CATHOLIC 

2125 

167 

1.51 

0.7 

2070 

i«w 

1.50 

0.7 

55 

7 

1.63 

0.9 

0.33 

0.49 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST 

4657 

647 

1.41 

0.7 

4524 

576 

1.36 

0.6 

333 

70 

1.61 

0.9 

0.23* 

0.36 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6321 

627 

1.36 

0.6 

5672 

731 

1.35 

0.6 

449 

96 

1.46 

0.6 

0.11 

0.20 

SOUTH 

6740 

920 

1.49 

0.6 

5987 

758 

1.47 

0.7 

753 

163 

1.55 

0.6 

0.06 

0.11 

WEST 

3991 

469 

1.93 

0.6 

3*31 

409 

1.69 

0.8 

360 

80 

2.12 

0.9 

0.23* 

0.28 

CURRICULUM* 

GENERAL 

9569 

1292 

1.51 

C.7 

6553 

1066 

1.49 

0.7 

1036 

225 

1.62 

0.8 

0.13* 

0.1* 

ACAOEMIC 

7672 

973 

1.46 

0  .7 

7625 

917 

1.46 

0.7 

247 

56 

1.72 

0.9 

0.26* 

0.39 

VOCATIONAL 

4067 

566 

1.55 

o.n 

3529 

453 

1.51 

0.6 

536 

113 

1.68 

0.9 

0.16 

0.21 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4525 

569 

1.67 

0.9 

3965 

459 

1.64 

0.6 

540 

110 

1.61 

0.9 

0.17 

0.20 

SUBURBAN 

10916 

1385 

1.51 

0.7 

10137 

1215 

1.49 

0.7 

779 

169 

1.67 

0.6 

0.17* 

0.26 

RURAL 

6466 

929 

1.40 

0.7 

5692 

600 

1.38 

0.6 

576 

X30 

1.51 

0.8 

0.13 

0.19 

NOTE*  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  C  -35 


Table  3-13E 

NHEN  YOU  HERE  IN  THE  SIXTH  GRADE*  ABOUT  HOHJJAHY  OF  THE  STUDENTS  IN  YOUR  CLASS  HERE  HISPAHXCJ 

1 1-NUNE $  5-ALLI 


ALL  SOPHOMORE S-l 980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAM!? 
N 


WTO 
N 


21784  2863 


10494  1401 
U29C  1462 


5127  655 
10602  1432 
5647  726 


16012  2256 

2591  328 

295  31 

213  28 

1576  116 

272  28 

771  69 


18989  2593 
671  83 
2124  187 


4831  643 

6289  823 

6690  912 

3974  485 


9541  1284 
7854  970 
4013  558 


4496  565 
10866  1376 
6422  921 


MEAN 
1.61 


1.63 
1.58 


1.67 
1.58 
1.60 


1.53 
1.53 
1.92 
1.80 
2.58 
2.65 
2.10 


1.61 
1.54 
1.61 


1.51 
1.45 
1.59 
2.06 


1.61 
1.58 
1.65 


1.79 
1.64 
1.46 


3.0. 
0.7 


D.7 
0.7 


0.9 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.8 
0.9 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


19899  2457 


9553 
10346 


1193 
1264 


4320  495 
9813  1253 
5442  673 


14853  1968 

2293  270 

281  29 

168  20 

1365  89 

216  20 

675  55 


17184  2206 
646  72 
2069  180 


MEAN 
X.56 


1.60 
1.56 


1.64 
1.56 
1.58 


1.51 
1.52 
1.92 
1.78 
2.58 
2.56 
2.06 


1.58 
1.46 
1.59 


4500  573  1.48 

5844  727  1.43 

5939  750  1.56 

3616  407  2.02 


8504  1059  1.59 
7610  915  1.56 
3480      446  1.60 


3958     455  1.74 
10094    1209  1.61 
5847      793  I.44 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.9 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.9 
0.9 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 

N 


1885  406 


941 
944 


208 
198 


MEAN 
1.78 


1.81 
1.74 


807  160  1.77 
789  179  1.76 
205       53  1.87 


1159 
298 
14 
45 
211 
56 
96 


288 
58 
2 
7 
27 
8 
14 


1.67 
1.62 
1,82 
1.86 
2.60 
2.87 
2.24 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.5 
0.8 
1.1 
1.2 
1.2 


1805 

388 

1.76 

0.8 

25 

11 

2.06 

0.8 

55 

7 

2.06 

1.0 

331 

70 

1.74 

0.9 

445 

96 

1.59 

0^7 

751 

162 

1.69 

0.8 

358 

70 

2.21 

0.8 

1037 

225 

1.72 

0.8 

244 

55 

1.85 

0.9 

533 

112 

1.84 

0.9 

538 

no 

1.97 

0.9 

772 

167 

1.81 

0.8 

575 

129 

1.57 

0.8 

DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.20* 


0.21* 
0.18* 


0.13 

0.19* 

0.29* 


0.16* 
0.10 
-0.10 
0.08 
0.02 
0.31 
0.19 


0.18* 

0.60 

0.46 


0.27* 
0.16* 
0.13 
0.19 


0.13* 
0.29* 
0.24* 


0.23* 
0.20* 
0.12 


0.27 


0.28 
0.26 


0.15 
0.28 
0.48 


0.26 
0.15 
-0.12 
0.09 
0.02 
0.28 
0.18 


0.25 
0.90 
0.66 


0.41 
C.27 
0.17 
0.25 


0.18 
0.43 
0.30 


0.28 
0.29 
0.18 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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Table  3-13F 

WHEN  YOU  MERE  IN  THE  NINTH  WADE,  ABOUT  HOW  MANY  OF  THE  STUDENTS  IN  YOUR  CLASS  MERE  HISPANIC? 

(i-none;  5«ALU 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE5 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP  WTO 
N  N 

21813  2866 


10507  1402 
11306  1464 


5140  656 
10607  1432 
5651  726 


16023  2257 

2598  329 

297  31 

210  27 

1584  117 

273  29 

775  70 


19020  2597 
667  82 
2126  187 


48?9  642 

6291  823 

6707  914 

3986  487 


9561  1287 
7858  971 
4012  557 


4506  566 
10875  1378 
6432  923 


MEAN 
1.81 


1.81 
1.81 


1.82 
1.79 
1.84 


1.75 
1.70 
2.17 
2.04 
2.66 
2.67 
2.30 


1.81 
1.57 
1.89 


1.73 
1.67 
1.75 
2.27 


1.80 
1.81 
1.84 


2.04 
1.87 
1.58 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.9 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 


WTO 
N 


19927  2460 


9566 
10361 


1194 
1266 


MEAN 
1.79 


1.79 
1.79 


4332  497  1.81 
9820  1254  1.77 
5445     673  1.82 


148*7  1970 
2299  270 

283 

165 
1371 

216 

679 


29 
20 
90 
20 
55 


17213  2209 
643  71 
2071  180 


4499 
5845 
5953 
3630 


573 
727 
752 
408 


8520  1061 
7615  916 
3483  447 


3968  455 
10104  1211 
5855  794 


1.74 
1.69 
2.20 
2.07 
2.66 
2.58 
2.27 


1.80 
1.51 
1.88 


1.71 
1.66 
1.74 
2.25 


78 
80 
81 


.01 
.86 
,57 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 

SAMP  WTD 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS 


S.D. 

u 
N 

M 

MEAN 

S.D. 

STAYERS 

0.7 

1886 

AAA 

1  9T 

0  9 

0.14* 

0.7 

9 A  A 
2  WO 

0.9 

0.15* 

0.7 

945 

199 

1.91. 

0.0 

0.12 

0.9 

808 

1  All 

1  AA 

0  9 

0.07 

0.7 

787 

I/O 

1  OA 

0  A 

v.  o 

0.17V 

n  a 

20A 

53 

2.07 

0.8 

0.25* 

0.6 

1156 

287 

1.84 

0.8 

0.11* 

0.8 

299 

58 

1.73 

0.8 

0.04 

0.8 

14 

2 

1.84 

0.5 

-0.36 

0.9 

45 

7 

1.96 

0.9 

-0.11 

1.0 

213 

27 

2.69 

1.0 

0.03 

1.0 

57 

8 

2.90 

1.0 

0.32 

1.0 

96 

14 

2.44 

1.1 

0.17 

0.7 

1807 

388 

1.92 

0.8 

0.12* 

0.7 

24 

11 

1.96 

0.9 

0.45 

0.7 

55 

7 

2.35 

0.8 

0.48 

0.7 

330 

69 

1.93 

0.9 

0.22* 

0.6 

446 

96 

1.77 

0.7 

0.11 

0.8 

754 

162 

1.81 

0.8 

0.07 

0.7 

356 

78 

2.37 

0.8 

0.12 

0.7 

1041 

226 

1.89 

0.8 

0.11 

0.7 

243 

55 

2.04 

0.8 

0.25* 

0.8 

529 

111 

1.95 

0.9 

0.14 

0.8 

538 

111 

2.19 

0.9 

0.18 

0.7 

771 

167 

1.99 

0.8 

0.13* 

0.7 

577 

129 

1.63 

0.8 

0.06 

EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.19 


0.20 
0.17 


0.08 
0.24 
0.41 


0.16 
0.05 
-0.46 
-0.13 
0.03 
0.32 
0.16 


0.17 
0.66 
0.71 


0.32 
0.17 
0.09 
0.1* 


0.15 
0.37 
0.17 


0.21 
0.19 
0.09 
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note:  weighted  n  is  in  thousands 
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APPENDIX  D-l 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


REMEDIAL  ENGLISH 


23.0112  ENGLISH    It  BELOW  CRAOE  LEVEL 

23.0115  ENGLISH    *«  BELOW  GRADE  LEVEL 

23.0115  ENGLISH  12t  BASIC 
32.0118  MINIMUM  STANOAROS  REVIEW 

32.0116  CAREER  COMMUNICATIONS 
32.0118  ENGLISH.  FUNCTIONAL 
32.0118  ENGLISH*  PERSONAL 


23.0106 
23.0106 
23.0106 
23.0109 
23.0109 
23.0X12 


COMMUNICATION  SKILLS*  NON  COLLEGE 
ENGLISH    9t  BASIC 
ENGLISH    1*  BELOW  GRAOE  LEVEL 
ENGLISH    2t  BELOW  CRAOE  LEVEL 


ENGLISH  10t  BASIC 
ENGLISH  lit  BASIC 
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APPENDIX  D-2 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


GENE  HAL  INGUSH 


21.0107 
23.0107 
23.0110 
23.0110 
23.0113 
23.0113 
23.0116 
23.0116 


ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 


AVERAGE 

AVERAGE 

AVERAGE 
AVERAGE 


9, 

1 

2 
10t 

3 
Hi 
12t 

4 


554 
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APPENDIX  D-3 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


ADVANCEO  IHONOKS  AND  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT!  ENGL  J  SM 


23.0106 
23.0106 
23.0111 
23.0111 
23.0114 
23.0114 
23.0117 
23.0117 
23.0117 


ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGLISH 
ENGL  I *Ht 


9, 

It 
10, 

2. 
lit 

3. 
12, 

*• 


HCNOKS 
HONORS 
HONORS 
HONORS 
HONOkS 
HONORS 
HONORS 
HONORS 


At)  VAN  CEO  PLACEMENT 


ERLC 
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APPENDIX  D-4 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


ENGLISH,  SPECIAL  TOPICS 

23.0UB  MUUEAN  CLASSICAL  LITERATURE 

23.0U8  WORLD  LITERATURE 

29.0119  RENAISSANCE  LITERATURE 

23.0119  MAN  IN  A  NEW  WORLO 
23*0120  MAN  ANU  NATURE 

23.0120  ROMANTICISM 

23.0121  REALISM 

23.0122  CONTEMPORARY  FICTION 
23.0122'  BIG  BOOKS  Of  THE  20TH  CENTURY 
23.0122  TWENTIETH  CENTURY  LITERATURE 

23.0122  LITERATURE t  CONTEMPORARY 

23.0123  IRISH  LITERATURE 

23.0124  RUSSIAN  LITERATURE 
23.012*  LITERATURE  OF  THE  BIBLE 

23.0125  BIBLE  AS  LITERATURE 
23.0124  MYTHOLOGY  AND  FABLE 

23.0126  HEROES,  COOS  ANO  MONSTERS 

24.0126  MYTHOLOGY  ANO  FOLKLORE 

23.0127  UftAMAf  INTRODUCTION 
2  3.0128  KURLO  DRAMA 

23.0129  PL AY Si  MODfcRN  SURVEY 

23.0130  NOVELS 

23.0131  SHORT  STOkY 

23.0131  ShOrT  FICTION 
23.0141  SHORT  NARRATIVE 

23.0132  MYSTERIES 

23.0133  fOETKY 

23.0134  ROCK  POETRY 

23.0135  AMERICAN  HUMbR 
23.0135  LET 9  S  LAUGH 

23.0135  HUMOR 

23.0136  FAMOUS  PERSONALITIES 
23.0136  BlUuRAPHY 

23.013*  NON  FICTION 

23.013d  FICTION  ANO  FANTASY 

23.0138  LITERATURE  OF  THE  MYSTERIOUS 

23.0148  SCIENCE  FICTION 

2J.D139  mAR  ANO  PEACE 

23.0134  MOOfcRN  JOURNALISTIC  LITERATURE 

23.C139  THEMES  IN  LITERATURE 

23.0140  LITERATURE  OF  HUMAN  VALUES 
23.01*1  MINORITY  LITERATURE 

23.0141  ETHNIC  LITERATURE 
23.014?  WOMEN  IN  LITERATURE 

24.0143  SPORTS  THROUGH  LITERATURE 

23.0144  SUPERNATURAL  LITERATURE 

23.0144  OCCULT  LITERATURE 

23.0145  PROTEST  LITERATURE 

23.0146  ADOLESCENT  FICTION 
23.0146  YOUTH  ANO  LITERATURE 

23.0146  60UKS  ANO  THE  TEENAGE  READER 

23.0147  HtKOES 

23.0148  UTOPIAS 

23.0149  DEATH 

23.0150  NOBEL  PRIZE  AUTHORS 

24.0151  SEMINAR  IN  AN  AUTHOR 

43.0152  EftGllSHt  REAL  LIFE  PROBLEM  SOLVING 
23.0200  CLASStCS.  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  D-5 
List  of  Courses  Included  In  Each  Subscale 


ENGLISH,  SPECIAL  TOPICS 

23.0211  CLASSICAL  MYTHOLOGY 

23.0211  MYTHOLOGICAL  LI TtKATURE t  GREEK  AND  ROMAN 

23.0300  COMPARATIVE  LITERATURE •  OTHER 

23.0311  COMPARISONS  IN  LITERATURE 

23.0311  COMPARATIVE  LITERATURE 

23.0700  LITERATURE 9  AMER ICANt  OTHER 

23.0711  PORTRAIT  OF  AN  AMERICAN 

23.0711  SELECTEO  AMERICAN  AUTHORS 

23.0711  AMERICAN  EXPERIENCE 

23.0711  AMERICAN  LITERATURE 

23.0711  AMERICAN  WRITERS 

23.0721  AFRO  AMERICAN  LITERATURE 

23.0721  LITERATURE  OF  BLACK  AMERICA 

23.0721  BLACK  LITERATURE 

23.0731  AMERICAN  HEROES 

23.0731  AMERICAN  PHILOSOPHY  IN  LITERATURE 

23.0731  AMERICAN  CULTURAL  PATTERNS 

23.0731  AMERICAN  OIL EMMA 

23.0731  AMERICAN  DREAM  IN  LITERATURE 

23.0741  FOLKLORE t  AMERICAN 

23.0751  INDIAN  LITERATURE 

23.0751  AMERICAN  INDIAN  LITERATURE 

23.0761  STATE  WRITERS 

23.0761  REGIONAL  WRITERS 

23.0771  KESTErtN  LITERATURE 

23.0771  FRONTIER  LITERATURE 

23.0781  MEXICAN  AMERICAN  LITERATURE 

23.0800  LITEKATUREt  ENGLlSHt  OTHER 

23.0811  BRITISH  LITERATURE  SURVEY 

23.0811  BRITISH  LITERATUREt  CONVENTIONS  AND  EXPERIMENTS 

23.0811  MAJOR  BRITISH  WRITERS 

23.0811  BACKCkOUND  OF  MODERN  BRITISH  LITERATURE 

23.0821  POLITICAL  INTRIGUE  AND  MURDER 

23.0821  AGES  OF  MAN 

23.0821  .  SHAKESPEARE 

23.0831  MODERN  BRITISH  WRITERS 

23.08*1  VICTORIAN  LITERATURE 

23.0851  SATIRE  t  MODERN  BRITISH 

23.0861  ONCE  AND  FUTURE  RING 

23.0861  ARTHURIAN  LEGEND 

23.9900  LETTERSt  OTHER 

JO. 0721  WOMEN'S  STUDIES  IN  LITERATURE 
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APPENDIX  D-6 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


COMPOSITION,  WRITING  ANO  GRAMMAR 

23.015*  RESEARCH  ANO  WRITING  THE  TERM  PAPER 

23.0154  RESEARCH  PAPER 

23.0154  RESEARCH  PROCESS 

23.0154  RESEARCH  TECHNIQUE 

23.0154  WHITING  AND  RESEARCH 

23.0154  COLLEGE  WRITING 

23.0400  COMPOS  IT  ION t  OTHER 

23.0401  COMPOSITION  EXPOSITORY 
23.0401  EXPOSITORY  WRITING 
23.0401  CONTEMPORARY  COMPOSITION 

23.0401  WRITING  PRACTICE 

23.0402  COMPOSITION*  ADVANCED 
23.0402  WRITING  SKILLS  WORKSHOP 

23.0402  WRITING  LABORATORY 

23.0403  WRITING  ABOUT  LITERATURE 
23.0408  LANGUAGE  STRUCTURE  9 

23.0408  GRAMMAR  9 

23.0409  GRAMMAR  REVIEW  10 •  COLLEGE  PREPARATION 
23.0409  LANGUAGE  STRUCTURE  10 

23.0409  GRAMMAR  10 

23.0410  GRAMMAR  11 

23.0410  GRAMMAR  REVIEW  lit  COLLEGE  PREPARATION 

23.0410  LANGUAGE  STRUCTURE  11 

23.0411  GRAMMAR  12 

23.0411  LANGUAGE  STRUCTURE  12 

23.0411  GRAMMAR  REVIEW  12*  COLLEGE  PREPARATION 

23.0414  INTERPERSONAL  COMMUNICATION 

23.0500  CREATIVE  WRITING*  OTHER 

23.0511  CREATIVE  WRITING  10 
23  0511  CREATIVE  WRITING  1 

23.0512  CREATIVE  WRITING    2,  WORKSHOP 

23.0512  CREATIVE  WRITING  II 

23.0513  CREATIVE  WRITING  12 

23.0521  CREATIVE  WRITING*  INDEPENDENT  STUOY 

23.0600  LINGUISTICS  IINCLUOES  PHONETICS*  SEMANTICS*  AND  PHILOLOGY) • 

23.0611  LANGUAGE  AND  THOUGHT 

23.0611  SEMANTICS  ANO  HISTORY  Of  LANGUAGE 

23.0611  LINGUISTICS 

50.0531  PLAYWRITING 
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APPENDIX  D-7 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


ORAL  ENGLISH*  SPEAKING  AND  DEBATING 

23.0900  RHETORIC.  OTHER 

23.1000  SPEECH.  DEBATE.  AND  FORENSICS.  OTHER 

23.1011  PUbllC  SPEAKING 

23.1011  SPEECH  ARTS 

23.1011  FORENSICS 

23.1011  COMMUNICATIONS.  BASIC 

23.1011  ORAL  COMPOSITION 

23.1011  ORAL  COMMUNICATIONS 

23.1021  THEY  USED  TO  CALL  IT  RHETORIC 

23.1021  ORAL  INTERPRETATION 

23.1021  SPEECH  1 

23.1021  SPEECH.  GENERAL 

23.1022  DISCUSSION  AND  DEBATE 
23.1022  DEBATE  AND  ARGUMENTATION 
23.1022  SPEECH  2 

23.1022  SPEECH  TOURNAMENT 

23.1023  SPEECH  3 

23.1031  DEBATE  PftACTICUM  CONTRACT 

32.0112  SPEECH.  DEVELOPMENTAL 

32.0113  LANGUAGE*  DEVELOPMENTAL 
32.01U  VOICE.  DEVELOPMENTAL 
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APPENDIX  D-8 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


REMEDIAL  READING 

32.0109  READING  !**»?VEMENT 

32.0109  RfcAOlNGt         :  >IAL 

32.0109  READING  D*.     ,OPMENT  1 

32.0110  READING  DEVELOPMENT  2 
32.0115  MM  STUDVt  REMEDIAL 
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APPENDIX  D-9 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


OTHER  READING  4  VOCABULARY 

23.0153  READING  LABORATORY 

23.0153  LITERATURE,  INDIVIDUALIZED 

23.0153  READING  AND  CONFERENCE 

23.0153  READING  FJR  PLEASURE 

23.0153  READING*   INDEPENDENT  STUDY 

23.0153  HEADING,  INDIVIDUAL I2E0 

23.0153  BEST  SELLERS 

23.0153  EFFECTIVE  READINti 

23.0404  WORD  POWER 

23.0404  COLLEGE  VOCABULARY  SKILL  BUILDING 

23.0404  VOCABULARY 

23.0404  FUN  Hi TM  WORDS 

23.0412  WUR0SEARCH 

23.0412  KURD  CLUES 

23.0412  ETYMOLOGY 

32.0111  SPEED  READING 
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APPENDIX  D-10 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


VOCATIONAL  ENGLISH 


07.0411  BUSINESS  ENGLISH  1 

07.0411  BUSINESS  COMMUNICATIONS 

07.0412  BUSINESS  ENGLISH  2 
09.0200  ADVERTISING?  OTHER 
09.0211  AOVEftT I S ING 

23.1100  TECHNICAL  ANO  BUSINESS  WRITING,  OTHER 

23.11X1  TECHNICAL  ENGLISH 
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APPENDIX  D-ll 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


MATHEMATICS  BASIC  SKILLS 

27.0105  MATHtMATICSt  BASIC 

27.0105  HATHEMATICSt  REHEOIAL 

27.0105  HATHEMATICSt  ESSENTIALS 

27.0105  MATHEMATICS  LAB 

27.0105  ARITHMETIC  REVIEW 

27.0105  COMPETENCY  MATHEMATICS 

27.011*  MATHEMATICS  SURVIVAL  SKILLS 

27.01U  CONSUMER  MATHEMATICS 
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APPENDIX  D-12 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


P RE- ALGE BRA/PRE -GEOMETHY 


27.0401  PRE-ALGEBRA 

27.0401  ALGEBRA  SKILLS 

27.0401  ALGEBRA,  BASIC 

27.0401  ALGEBRA t  INTRODUCTION 

27.0401  ALGcSRAt  PRACTICAL 

27.0401  ALGEBRA.  PRINCIPLES 

27.0409  GEUMETRY.  PHYSICAL 

27.0409  GtOHtTKYt  PRACTICAL 

27.0409  GFOMETRYt  OCCUPATIONAL 

27.040V  GEOMETRY.  INFORMAL 

27.0409  GEOMt TRYt  INTUITIVE 

27.0409  GEOMETRIC  OESIGN 
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APPENDIX  D-13 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscal 


GENERAL  MATH 


27.0100  MATHEMATICS.  OTHER  GENERAL 

27.0106  MATHEMATICS  1.  APPLIEO 

27.0106  COMPUTATIONAL  SKILLS  1 

27.0106  MATHEMATICS  1.  GENERAL 

27.0107  COMPUTATIONAL  SKILLS  2 
27.0107  MATHEMATICS  2.  APPLIEO 
27.0107  MATHEMATICS  2.  GENERAL 
27.010a  SCIENCE  MATHEMATICS 
27.0109  MATHEMATICS  AS  A  LIBERAL  ART 
27.0109  MATHEMATICS  IN  THE  ARTS 
27.0112  MATMtMATICS  REVIEW 
27.0112  SAT  MATHEMATICS 

27.0U3  MATHEMATICS  TUTORING 

27.0300  APPLIED  MATHEMATICS.  OTHER 

27.0421  MATHEMATICS  1.  UNIFIED 

27.0422  MATHEMATICS  2t  UNIFIED 

27.0423  MATHEMATICS  3.  UNIFIEO 

27.0424  MATHEMATICS*  INDEPENDENT  STUDY 
27.0424  MATHEMATICS.  ENRICHMENT 
27.0424  MATHEMATICS  STRATEGIES 
27.042%  MATHEMATICS  SEMINAR 

27.0424  MATHEMATICS.  COMPETITIVE 

27.0424  MATHEMATICS  TOPICS 

•27.9900  MATHfc.'iAf  ICS.  OTHtfR 
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APPENDIX  D-14 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


VOCATIONAL  HATH 


01.0151  AGRICULTURAL  MATHEMATICS 

0T.0171  CARE 6K  COMPUTATION  1 

07.0171  BUSINESS  MATHEMATICS  1 

07.0171  BUSINESS  ARITHMETIC 

07.0172  CAREER  COMPUTATION  2 
07.0172  BUSINESS  MATHEMATICS  2 
07.0221  FINANCIAL  MATHEMATICS 
27.0110  MATHEMATICSt  VOCATIONAL 
27.0110  SHOP  MATHtMATICS 

27.0110  MATHEMATICS  FOR  TRACE  AND  INDUSTRY 

27.0111  TECHNICAL  MATHEMATICS 
12.0108  MATHEMATICS  FOR  EMPLOYMENT 
92.0108  WORK  EXPERIENCE  MATHEMATICS 
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APPENDIX  D-15 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale  . 


ALGEBRA  I 


27.0402  ALGEBRA  1«  PART  1 

27.0403  ALGEBRA  1*  PART  2 

27.0404  ALGEBRA  1 
27.0404  ALGtBRA.  ELEMENTARY 
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APPENDIX  D-lt 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


GEOMETRY 


27.0*06  GCOHETHYt  PLANE 
2K040I  CE CHE TRY #  SOL  10 
27.0*08  GEOMETRY 
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APPENDIX  D-17 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


ADVANCED  MATH 

27.0400  PURE  MATHEMATICS*  OTHER 

27.0405  ALGEBRA  2 

27.0405  ALGEBRA.  INTERMEDIATE 

27.0410  ALGbBRA  3 

27.0410  MATHEMATICS*  ADVANCEO 

27.0410  ALGEBRAIC  SYSTEMS 

27.0410  AlGfcbRA.  COLLEGE 

27.0410  ALGEBRA,  ADVANCED 

27.0411  TRIGONOMETRY 

27.0412  ANALYTIC  GEOMETRY 

27.0412  GEOMETRY f  ADVANCEO 

27.0413  TRIGONOMETRY  AND  SOLIO  GEOMETRY 

27.0414  ALGEBRA  AND  TRIGONUMETRY 

27.0415  ALGEBRA  AND  ANALYTIC  GEOMETRY 

27.0416  ANALYSIS,  ELEMENTARY 
27.0416  Af«AL YSISt  INTkODUCTORY 
27.0416  MATHEMATICAL  ANALYSIS 
27.0416  LIMITS  AND  FUNCTIUNS 
27.0416  PRE-CALCULUS 

27.0416  ELEMENTARY  FUNCTIONS 

27.0417  LINEAR  ALGEBRA 
27.0417  MATRIX  ALGEBRA 

27.0417  ALGEBRA,  HONOKS 

27.0418  CALCULUS  AND  ANALYTIC  GEOMETRY 

27.0419  CALCULUS 

27.0420  CALCULUSt  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 
27.0420  MATHEMATICS.  HONORS 

27.0420  MATHEMATICSt  ADVANCbD  PLACEMENT 

27.0500  STATISTICS,  OTHER 

27.0511  STATISTICS 

27.0521  PROBABILITY 

27.0531  PROBABILITY  AND  STATISTICS 
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APPENDIX  D-18 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


GENERAL  SCIENCE 

30.0100  ttlGLUGlCAL  AND  PHYSICAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER 

30.0111  SCIENCE.  GENERAL 

30.0111  SCIENCE.  UNIFIED 

30.0111  SCIENCE  WORKSHOP 

30.0111  PHYSICAL  AND  LIFE  SCIENCE 

30.0111  SCIENCE.  BASIC 

30.0111  SCItNCfct  APPLIED 

30.0111  SCIENCE  IDEAS 

30.0121  SCIENCE  RESEARCH  TECHNIQUES 

30.0121  SCIENCE  STUDY.  INDEPENDENT 

30.0121  SCIENCE  INVESTIGATIONS 
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APPENDIX  D-19 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


physical  science 


40.0100  PHYSICAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER  GENERAL 

40.0121  CME4ISTRV  ANO  PHYSICS 

40.0121  SCIENCE  9 

40.0121  PHYSICAL  SCIENCE 

40.0191  iHEMlSriY  ANO  PHYSICS  LABORATORY  TECHNIQUES 

40.0141  PHYSICAL  SCIENCE.  APPLIED 

40.0200  ASTRONOMY.  OTHER 

40.0211  ASTRONOMY 

40.0300  ASTROPHYSICS.  OTHER 

40.0400  ATMOSPHERIC  SCIENCES  ANO  METEOROLOGY.  OTHER 

40.0411  METEOROLOGY 

40.0600  GEOLOGICAL  SCIENCES.  OTHER 

40.0611  EARTH  SCIENCE  9 

40.0611  EARTH  SCIENCE.  GENERAL 

40.0611  EARTH  SCIENCE 

40.0621  EARTH  SCIENCE.  COLLEGE  PREPARATORY 

40.0631  GEOLOGY 

40.0641  MINERALOGY 

40.0700  MISCELLANEOUS  PHYSICAL  SCIENCES.  OTHER 

40.0711  OCEANOGRAPHY 

40.0900  PLANETARY  SCIENCE.  OTHER 

40.0911  ROCKETRY  ANO  SPACE  SCIENCE 

40.0911  SPACE  SCIENCE 

40.9900  PHYSICAL  SCIENCES.  CTHER 

41.0300  PHYSICAL  SCIENCE  TECHNOLOGIES.  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  D-20 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


FUNCTIONAL  BIOLOGY 

26.0121  BIOLOCYt  BASIC 

26.0121  BIOL LiGY t  PATTERNS 

26.0121  BIOLJuYt  ESSENTIALS 

26.0121  BIOLOCYt  FUNCTIONAL 

26.0121  NATURAL  SCIENCE 

26.0121  LIFE  SCIENCE 
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APPENDIX  D-21 


List  of  Courses  Included  Jn  Each  Subscale 


BIOLOGY  I 


26,0131  BlOLOGYt  REGENTS 

26,0131  BIOLOGY 

26.0131  BIULUGVt  INTRODUCTORY 

26.0131  BlGLOGYf  GENERAL 

26.0141  BIULGGYt  COLLEGE  PREPARATORY 

26.0141  BlOLOGYt  HONORS 

26.0151  flELO  BIOLOGY 

26.0151  BlOLOGYt  REGIONAL 

26.0171  BIOPSYCHOLUGY 

26.0211  BIOCHEMISTRY 

26.0300  BOTANY.  OTHER 

26.0311  PLANTS  A NO  PEOPLE 

26.0311  TREES  AND  SHRUBS t  LOCAL 

26.0311  BOTANY 

26.0411  CELL  BIOLOGY 
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APPENDIX  D-22 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


AOVANCEO  BIOLOGY 

26.0U2  BlOLUGYt  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

26.0142  BIOLOGY,  COLLEGE 

26.0U2  BIOLOGY*  AOVANCEO 

26.0U2  BIOLOGY  2 

26.0161  GENETICS 

26.0181  BIOLOGY  SEMINAR 

26.0101  BIOLOGY,   INOfcPENUfcNT  STUOY 

26.0500  Ml CRUB lULUGY,  OTHER 

26.0511  BACTERIOLOGY 

26.0511  MICROBIOLOGY 

26.0600  MISCELLANEOUS  SPECIALIZED  AREAS,  LIFE  SCIENCES,  OTHER 

26.0611  ECOLOGY 

26.0621  BIOLOGY,  A0UAT1C 

26.0621  MARINE  STUOIES 

26.0621  MARINE  BIOLOGY 

26.0622  .MARINE  BIOLOGY,  AOVANCEO 
26.0622  MARINE  BIOLOGY  2 
26.0691  ANATOMY 

26.0/00  ZOOLOGY*  OTHER 

26.0711  ZOOLOGY 

26.0721  ZOOLOGY,  VERTEBRATE 

26.0731  ZOOLOGY,  INVERTEBRATE 

26.0741  ANIMAL  BEHAVIOR 

26.0751  PHYSIOLOGY,  HUMAN 

26.0751  ANATOMY  ANO  PHYSIOLOGY 

26.0751  HUMAN  BIOLOGY 

26.0752  PHYSIOLOGY,  AOVANCEO 
26.0761  PATHOLOGY 

2o. 0761  HEALTH  BIOLOGY 

26.9900  LIFE  SCIENCES,  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  D-23 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


FUNCTIONAL  CHEMISTRY 


40.0511  chemistry.  fundamentals 

40.0511  chemistry,  general 

40*0511  chemistry.  jnteadj  sc 1 pl  i nary 

40.0511  chemistry.  introductory 

40.0511  chemistry  concepts 

40.0*51  consumer  chemistry 

40.0551  CHEMISTRY.  Aft* PL  J  ED 
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APPENDIX  D-24 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


CHEMISTRY  I 

40.0500  CMEMl STKYt  OTHER 

40.0521  CHEM  STUDY 

40.0521  CHEMISTRY 

40.0521  CHEMISTRY  1 

40.0521  chemistry*  regents 

40.0521  CHtalSTRYt  COLLEGE  PREPARATORY 
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APPENDIX  D-25 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


CHEMISTRY  AOVANCED 

♦0.0522  CHEMISTRY.  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 

♦0.0522  CHEMISTRY  2 

♦0.0522  CHEMISTRY.  ADVANCED 

♦0.0531  ORGANIC  CHEMISTRY 

♦0.0531  ORGANIC  BIOCHEMISTRY 

♦0.05^1  PHYSICAL  CHEMISTRY 

♦0.0561  CHfc'MI STKY.   INDEPENDENT  STUDY 
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APPENDIX  D-26 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


FUNCTIONAL  PHYSICS 

40.0811  PHYSlCSt  APPLIED 
40.0811  PHYSlCSt  GfcNERAL 
40.0011     PHYSICS  CONCEPTS 
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APPENDIX  D-27 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


PHYSICS  1 


40*0800  PHVSICSt  OTHER 

40.0621  PHYSICS  I 

40.0821  PHVSICSt  REGENTS 

40.0821  PHVSICSt  COLLEGE 

40.0841  ELECTRICITY  A NO  ELECTRUNICS  SCIENCE 

40.0841  ELECTRONICS  SCIENCE 
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APPENDIX  D-28 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


PHYSICS  ADVANCED 

40,0822  PHYSICS  I 

40,0622  PHYSlCSt  ADVANCED 

40.0622  PHYSlCSt  HONORS 

40.0622  PHYSlCSt  AOVANCED  PLACEMENT 

40.0631  PHYSICS  2  tflTHUUT  CALCULUS 
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APPENDIX  D-29 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


FUNCTIONAL  SOCIAL  SCIENCES 

""Tf«W*AKV  ISSUES.  SAS1C  SKILLS 
33.0100    CITIZENSHIP/CIVIC  ACTIVITIES.  OTHER 
33.0161     UNITEO  STATES  HIS  TORT.  uSoMl 
♦S.0409    AMERICAN  HISTORV,  BASIC 


531 


528 

APPENDIX  D-30 
Lilt  of  Counts  Included  in  Each  Subs 


SOCUL  STUOIESt  VOCATIONAL  APPLICATIONS 

OS.OI2I    SUSINISS  LAN 

OA.OSOO    SUSINISS  ECONOMICS*  OTHER 

OS. OS I I    OUSI NESS  ECONOMICS 
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APPENDIX  D-31 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


REGULAR  HISTORY 


45.060V 

45.0600 

45.0807 

45.0807 

45.0607 

45.0810 

45.0810 

45.0811 

45.0811 

45.0811 

45.0812 

45.0812 

45.0815 

45.0816 

45.0816 

45.0816 

45.0817 

45.0817 

45.0616 

45.0618 

45.0618 

45.0819 

45.0620 

45.0621 

45.0822 

45.0823 

45.0624 

45.0824 

45.0824 

45.0625 

45.0626 

45.0827 

45.0628 

45.0829 

45.08J0 

45.08)1 

45.0832 

45.0633 

45.0834 

45.0835 

45.0635 

45.0635 

45.0635 

45.0835 

45.0835 

4**0836 

45.06J7 

45.0837 

45.0836 

45.0638 

45.0639 

45.0840 

45.0840 

45.0842 

45.0642 

45.0643 

45.0645 

45.0646 


AMERICAN  L ABO*  HISTORY 
HISTORY.  OTHER 

c?]IfUM?I?IES  MISTWY'  STATE  AND  LOCAL 
STATE  HISTORY 

STATE  HISTORY  AND  GOVERNMENT 
AMERICAN  HISTORY 

AMERICAN  HISTORY  AND  WORLD  BACKGROUND 
UNITED  STATES  HISTORY  1 
FOUNDING  OF  AMERICA 
AGE  OF  OISCOVCKY 

modern  American  history 

UNITfcO  STATES  HISTORY  2 
WESTwARO  MOVEMENT 

twentieth  century  America 

AMERICAN  HISTORY,  CONTEMPORARY 

IS^I!?!"  C£NTyRY  AMERICA,  SURVEY 

TwtNTIES  AND  THIRTIES 

ROARING  20'S  AND  DEPRESSED  30'S 

AMERICA,  POST  MAR  MORLO 

UNITED  STATES  HISTORY.  RECENT 

AMERICA  SINCE  1945 

NINkTEEN  SIXTIES 

NINfeTEEN  SEVENTIES 

Reform  in  American  history 

AMERICAN  INQUIRIES 
HISTORIC  k VENTS.  UNITED  STATES 
AMERICAN  MARS.  CAUSES  ANO  EFFECTS 
MORLO  WARS 

AMERICAN  MAkS  AND  DIPLOMACY 
CIVIL  MAR 

CIVIL  WAR.  RECONSTRUCTION  AND  INDUSTRIALISM 
MAR  AND  MUOERN  CONSCIOUSNESS 
MORLD  MAR  |I 

UNITED  STATES  MILITARY  HISTORY  1 

UNITED  STATES  MILITARY  HISTORY  2 

UNITED  STATES  HISTORY.  FIELD  STUDY 

NORTH  AMERICAN  HISTORY 

MEXICAN  HISTORY 

SOUTH  AMERICAN  HISTORY 

MuRLD  HISTORY  AND  CULTURE 

SURVEY  OF  WORLD  STUDIES 

EVE  ON  THE  MORLO 

HISTORY  OF  MORLD  CIVILIZATION 

WORLO  GEOGRAPHY  AND  MORLD  CULTURES 

WORLD  HISTORY 

WORLD  HISTORY.  COLLEGE 

HQOERN  WORLD  CIVILIZATION 

WORLD  HISTORY.  H JOE AN 

CURRENT  WORLD  HISTORY 

WORLD  CIVILIZATIUN.  TWENTIETH  CENTURY 

world  J«,X«Il:!iiJ!S2%T,#ENT,ETH  CENTUR"  M0»°" 

WESTERN  CIVILIZATION  9 
WfcSTtRN  CIVILIZATION.  HISTORY 
EUROPEAN  HISTORY 
EARLY  WESTERN  CIVILIZATION 
AUCItNT  AND  CLASSICAL  WORLD 
ANCIENT  GREEK  HISTORY 
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APPENDIX  D-32 

List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 

REGULAR  BISTORT 

43.0847  ROME  AND  HER  EMPIRE 

45.08*6  EARLY  WORLO  HISTORY 

45.0846  DEVELOPMENT  OF  CIVILIZATION 

45.0646  ANCIENT  WORLD  HISTORY 

45.0846  ANCIENT  HISTORY  AND  MIDDLE  AGES 

45.0849  ENGLISH  HISTORY 

tlllln  EUWPUNU!!lSTORV  MID-NINETEENTH  THROUGH  MlD-TwENT  1CTH  CENTURJ 

45.0854  EUROPEAN  HISTORY.  TWENTIETH  CENTURY 

45.0854  TWENTIETH  CENTURY  EUROPE 

45.0657  THIRD  WORtO  HISTORY 

45.0856  AFRICAN  HISTORY  wi  aiJCfSfr4 

45.0859  AFRICA.  MIDDLE  EAST  AND  LATIN  AMERICA 

45.0860  LATIN  AMERICAN  HISTORY 

45.0861  MIOOL*  EAST  HISTORY 

45.0862  ISRAEL.  HISTORY 

45.0863  EASTERN  CIVILIZATION 

45.0864  FAR  EAST.  HISTORY 
45.0665  ASIAN  HISTORY.  MODERN 

45.0866  PACIFIC  LANDS.  HISTORY 

45.0867  RUSSIAN  HISTORY 

45.0868  WORLD  LEADERS.  PAST  AND  PRESENT 
45.0669  HISTUKICAL  RESEARCH 
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APPENDIX  D-33 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


SOCIAL  SCIENCES*  OTHfcR  REGULAR 

09.0100  AREA  STUOIESi  OTHER 

05.0101  AREA  STU01ES 

05.0102  AFRICAN  STUDIES,  BASIC 

05.0103  AMERICAN  STUOIESi  GENERAL 
05.0103  AMERICAN  STUOIESi  REGENTS 

05.0103  AMERICAN  HISTORY  ANO  AMERICAN  CHARACTER 
0S.010S  AMERICAN  STUOIESi  ACAOENIC 

05.0104  FACTORS  THAT  MAOE  AMERICA  GREAT 
05.0104  CONTEMPORARY  AMERICA 

05.0104  AMERICA9 S  PEOPLE  ANO  PROBLEMS 

05.0104  AMERICAN  SOCIAL  CHANGE 

05.0105  AMERICAN  STUOIESi  HONORS 

05.0106  NEW  ENGLAND  STUOIES 

05.0107  OLO  SOUTH 
05.010*  AMERICAN  WEST 

05.0108  «ILD  WEST 

05.0106  HOW  THE  WEST  HAS  HON 

05.0106  AMERICAN  FRONTIERS 

05.0109  SOUTHWEST  UNITEO  STATES 

05.0110  ANGLU  AMERICA 

05.0111  NORTH  AMERICA  ANO  CURRENT  EVENTS 

05.0112  NORTH  ANO  SOUTH  AMERICA 

05.0113  LATIN  AMERICA  ANO  THE  CARIBBEAN 
05.0113  SOUTH  AMERICA 

05.0111  MESUAMERICA 

05.0113  LATIN  AMERICAN  STUOIES 
05.0111  LATIN  AMERICA 

05.0114  WORLO  STUOIES  1 

05.0114  WCftLU  CULTURES  I 

05.0115  WORLO  CULTURES  2 

05.0115  WORLO  STUOIES  2 

05.0116  WORLO  STUOIESi  HONORS 
05.C,16  WDKLO  CULTURESi  HONORS 

05.0117  COMPARATIVE  WORLO  CULTURES 
05.0116  EUROPEAN  CULTURE  STUOIfcS.  BASIC 
05.0116  WESTERN  EUROPE  ON  ThE  MOVE 
05.0119  EUROPE  ANO  CURRENT  EVENTS 
05.0119  EUROPEAN  CULTURE  STUOIESi  REGENTS 
05.0119  EUROPEAN  CULTURE  STUOIESi  GENERAL 
05.0119  WESTERN  EUROPEAN  CULTURE  STUOIESi  ACADEMIC 

05.0119  WESTERN  MAN 

05.0120  Wi STERN  EUROPEAN  CULTURE  STUOIESi  HONORS 

05.0120  EUROPEAN  CULTURE  STUOIESi  HONORS 

05.0121  EMERGING  NATIONS 
05.0121  UCVELOPING  NATIONS 

05.0121  OfcVEt OPING  WORLO 

05.0122  AFRICAN  CULTURAL  AREA 
05.0122  AFRICAN  AREA  STUDIES 
05.0121  AFftICA  ANO  SOUTH  APERICA 

05.0124  ASIAN  ANO  AFRICAN  CULTURAL  STUDIES,  BASIC 

05.0125  ASIAN  ANO  AFRICAN  CULTURAL  STUOIES.  GENERAL 

05.0125  ASIAN  ANO  AFRICAN  CULTURAL  STUOIES.  REGENTS 

05.0126  ASIAN  ANO  AFRICAN  CULTURAL  STUDIES.  HONORS 

05.0127  CAST  ASIAN  STUDIES 
05.0127  ASIAN  STUDIES 
05.0127  ORIENT,  LAND  OF  MYSTERY 
05.0127  ORIENTAL  CULTURES 

05.0127  CHINESE  ANO  JAPANESE.  CULTURES 
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APPENDIX  D-34 

List  of  Courses  Included  In  Each  Subscale 

SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER  REGULAR 

05>.OU6  HISTORY  OF  CHINA 

05*0129  ASIA.   AFRICA  ANO  MIOEAST 

05.0130  AFRICA  AND  MIDDLE  CAST 

05*0111  MIODLE  EASTERN  STUDIES 

05*0132  HIOOLE  EAST.  WAR  FOR  SURVIVAL 

05.013*  RUSSIAN  AND  SLAVIC  STUOIES 

05.0133  U  S  S  A 

05.0133  SOVIET  UNION 

05.0133  MAKING  OF  HOOERN  RUSSIA 

05.0133  SOVIET  AREA  STUOIES 

05.0134  SOVIET  UNION  ANO  CHINA    , 

05loi3$  SOVIET  UNION  ANO  AFRO  AMERICAN  OEVELCPING  NATIONS 

05.0136  HISTORY  OF  RUSSIA 

05.0137  NFGLFCTEO  WORLD 
05.0136  GLU3AL  PERSPECTIVES 

05.0135  GLOBAL  STUOIES 
05.0130  GLOBAL  ISSUES 
05.0130  WORLD  PROBLEMS 

05.0136  GLOBAL  EDUCATION 
05.0200  ETHNIC  STUOIES.  OTHER 
05.0211  AMERICAN  INTEKCULTURAL  HERITAGE 
05.0211  MINORITIES  IN  AMERICA 

05.0211  MINORITIES  IN  UNITED  STATES  HISTORY 

05.0211  MINORITIES  mm  mmm 

05.0211  MINORITY  GROUPS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

05.0211  UNiTEO  STATES  CULTURES 

05.0211  MINORITY  PEOPLE 

05.0211  MULT  I  ETHNIC  CULTURES 

05.0221  ETHNIC  ANO  FAMILY  HERITAGE 

05.0231  BLACK  STUDIES 

05.0231  AFkO  AMERICAN  STUOIES 

05.0231  AFRO  AMERICAN  CULTURE  ANO  HISTORY 

05.0231  AMERICAN  BLACK  HISTORY 

05.0231  BLACK  EXPEkIENCE 

0*.0231  BLACK  HISTORY 

05.0241  ECONOMICS  OF  AFRO  AMERICANS 

05.0251  A  MLR  IC  AN  I  NOUN 

05.0251  INDIANS  OF  NORTH  AMERICA 

05.0261  JEWISH  HISTORICAL  SIGNIFICANCE 

05.0271  MEXICAN  AMERICAN  HERITAGE 

05.0271  MEXICAN  AMERICAN  STUOIES 

05*02*1  HAWAII  ANA 

05.0291  HAWAIIAN  CULTURE  STUOIES.  MODERN 

05.*V00  A«EA  ANO  ETHNIC  STUOIES.  OTHER 

22.0100  LAW.  OTHER 

22.0111  CRIMINAL  LAW 

22.0111  LAW  FUNDAMENTALS 

22.0111  PARLIAMENT  ANO  COURT  PROCEDURES 

22.0111  LEGAL  RIGHTS 

22.0121  CRIMINOLOGY  ANO  JUSTICE 

22.0121  YOUTH  AND  THE  LAW 

22.0121  UN  TRIAL 

22.0121  LAW  AND  YOU 

22.0121  PRACTICAL  LAW 

22.0121  LAW  ENFORCEMENT  ANO  THE  COURTS 

22.0121  LAW  AND  JUVENILE  JUSTICE 

22.0121  EVERYDAY  LAW 

22.0421  CIVIL  LIBERTIES  ANO  THE  LAW 

22.0131  STREET  LAW 

30.0700  WOMEN' S  STUOIES.  OTHER 

30.0711  WOMEN  IN  AMERICAN  SOCIETY 

30.0711  WOMEN'S  STUOIES 

42.0100  PSYCHOLOGY.  OTHER  GENERAL 

42.0111  PSYCHOLOGY 

42.0111  BEHAVIORAL  SClENCESt  INTRODUCTION 

42.0X11  HUMAN  BEHAVIOR 
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APPFINDIX  D-35 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER  REGULAR 


42.0112 

42.0200 

42.0900 

42.0911 

42.0321 

42.0400 

42.0500 

42.0600 

42.0700 

42.0711 

+2.0721 

42.0721 

42.0731 

42.0800 

42.0900 

42.1000 

42.1011 

42.1021 

42.1100 

42.1200 

42.1300 

42.1400 

42.1411 

42.1500 

42.1600 

42.1611 

42.9900 

43.0100 

43.0111 

43.0111 

43.0121 

43.0121 

43.0200 

43.0211 

43.0211 

43.0221 

43.9900 

44.0100 

44.0200 

44.0300 

44.0400 

44.0500 

44.0600 

44.0700 

44.0711 

44.9900 

45.0100 

45.0111 

45.0111 

45.0111 

45.0121 

45.0131 

45.0141 

45.0141 

45.0141 

45.0200 

45.0211 

45.0221 

45.0221 

45.0221 

45.0231 

45.0241 

45.0300 


PSYCHOLOGY t  ADVANCED 
CLINICAL  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHEK 
COGNITIVE  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 
PSYCHOLOGY  OF  LEARNING 
fOUCATIONAL  PSYCHOLOGY 
CLMMUNITV  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 
COMPARATIVE  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 
COUNSELING  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 
DEVELOPMENTAL  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 
CHILD  PSYCHOLOGY 
ADOLESCENT  DEVELOPMENT 
ADOLESCENT  PSYCHOLOGY 
ADJUSTMENT  PSYCHOLOGY 
EXPERIMENTAL  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

INDUSTRIAL  ANO  ORGANIZATIONAL  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

PERSONALITY  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

HISTORICAL  PERSONALITIES  AND  IOEAS 

HUMANISTIC  PSYCHOLOGY 

PHYSIOLOGICAL  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

PSVCHOLINGUISTICS,  OTHER 

PSVCHGMETKICS,  OTHER 

PSVCrtOPHAKMACULOGV,  OTHER 

PSYCHOPHARMACOLOGY 

QUANTITATIVE  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

SOCIAL  PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

SOCIAL  PSYCHOLOGY 

PSYCHOLOGY,  OTHER 

CRIMINAL  JUSTICE ,  OTHER 

LAW  ENFORCEMENT 

POLICE  SCIENCE 

FORENSIC  STUDIES 

LAh  SCIENCti 

FIRE  PROTECTION,  OTHER 
FIRE  FIGHTING  PRACTICES 
FIRE  SCIENCE 
FIRE  SAFETY  EDUCATION 
PROTECTIVE  SERVICES,  OTHER 
PU6LIC  AFFAIRS,  OTHER  GENERAL 

community  Services,  other 
international  public  service,  other 
puulic  adm  ini  strati cn,  other 

PUBLIC  POLICY  STUDIES,  OTHER 

PUdLIC  WORKS,  OTHER 

SOCIAL  WORK,  OTHER 

HUMAN  SERVICES 

PUttLIC  AFFAIRS,  OTHER 

SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER  GENERAL 

SOCIAL  STUDIES  SKILLS 

SOCIAL  SCIENCE,  INTRODUCTION 

SOCIAL  STUDIES,  INTRODUCTION 

SOCIAL  SCIENCE,  ADVANCED  THEORY  ANO  RESEARCH 

SOCIAL  SCIENCE  SEMINAR 

SOCIAL  STUDIES,   INDEPENDENT  READING 

SOCIAL  STUDIES,    INDEPENDENT  STUDY 

SOCIAL  STUDIES,   INDEPENDENT  RESEARCH 

ANTHROPOLOGY*  OTHER 

ANTHROPOLOGY 

MULTICULTURAL  EDUCATION 

CULTURAL  PLURALISM 

COMPARATIVE  CULTURAL  PATTERNS 

ANTHKuPOLOUY,  MYTH  AND  MAGIC 

CULTURAL  ANTHROPOLOGY,  RESEARCH 

ARCHAEOLOGY,  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  D-36 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  OTHER  REGULAR 


45.03*1 
45.0*00 
♦5,0500 
45.0511 
4*. 0511 
45.0600 
45.0601 
45.0601 
45.0601 
45.0601 
45.0602 
45.0602 
45.0602 
45.0602 
45.0602 
45.0602 
45.0602 
45.0o03 
45.0603 
4*. 0603 
45.0604 
45.0604 
45.0605 
45.0606 
45.0607 
45.0610 
45.0700 
45.0702 
45.0703 
45.0704 
45.0704 
45.0704 
45.070b 
45.0.706 
45.0707 
45.0708 
45.0708 
45.0709 
45.0709 
45.0900 
45.0911 
45.0911 
4*. 0911 
45.0921 
45.0931 
45.0941 
45.0951 
45.09  52 
45.1000 
45.1001 
45.1001 
45.1002 
45.1003 
45.1003 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1004 
45.1005 
45.1005 
45.1005 
4*. 1006 
45.1006 
45.1006 
4*.  1007 


ARCHAEOLOGY 
CRIMINOLOGY*  OTHER 
DEMOGRAPHY*  DTrtER 
UNITED  STATES  CENSUS 
POPULATION  EDUCATION 
tCONUMlCSt  OTHER 
ECONOMICS 
ECONOMICS  i 
ECONUMICSt  THEORY 
fcCOUUMlCSf  BASIC 

ECONUMICS  FOR  TOOAY  AND  THE  FUTURE 
AMERICAN  ECONOMY 
EC0NUM1CS  ANO  ECUNOMlC  PROBLEMS 
ICONOMICS  NOW 
FREE  ENTERPRISE 
COMPARATIVE  ECONOMICS 
fcCCNOMlCS  AND  THt  CONSUMER 
CONSUMEK  AND  THE  ECONOMY 
CUNSUMEK  ECONOMICS 
INCOME  TAXES 

FILING  VOJK  INCOME  TAXES 
INSURANCE  THfcORV 
INVESTMbKT  ECONOMICS 
TELEVISION  ANO  ECONOMICS 
ECONJMICSi  ANALYSIS  AND  CRITICISM 
GEOuKAPrtYi  OTHER 
GEOGRAPHY •  UNITED  STATES 
NORTH  AMERICAN 


GEOGRAPHY, 
GEOGRAPHY 
WORLD  GEOGRAPHY 

CULTURAL  AND  PHYSICAL  GEOGRAPHY 

GEO'jnAPHYg   WESTERN  HEMISPHERE  AND  AFRICA 

GEObAAPHYf   EASTERN  HEMISPHERE 

PHYilCAL  GEOGRAPHY 

ECONOMIC  GEOGRAPHY 

ECONOMIC  ANO  POLITICAL  GEOGRAPHY 

HAN  AND  HIS  ENVIRONMENT 

HUMAN  AND  CULTURAL  GEOGRAPHY 

INTERNATIONAL  RELATIONS^  OTHER 

GLOfeAL  MEL AT  IONS 

INTERNATIONAL  RELATIONS 

FDRkllGN  POLICY  PROBLEMS 

INTERNATIONAL  KELATIONSt  HONORS 

INTERNATIONAL  LAW 

MODEL  SECUMTV  COUNCILt  LOCAL 

MJOtL  UNITED  NAT  fONSt  LOCAL 

MODEL  UNITED  NAT lOKSt  NATIONAL 

PJLI TiCAL  SCItNCE  AND  GOVERNMENT,  OTHER 

COMMUNITY  CIVICS 

CIVICS 

STATE  AND  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
GUVEANMENTi  BASIC 

GOVERNMENT  AND  CONTEMPORARY  AMERICAN  PROBLEMS 

AMtRICAN  CUVERNMEMT 

GOVERNMENT  AND  DECISION  MAKING 

PRACTICAL  GOVERNMENT 

UNITE*)  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

UNITED  STATES  HISTORY  AND  GOVERNMENT 

POLITICAL  STU01ES 

FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT 

GOVERNMENT 

PRESIDENCY 

C0NS1 ITUTION  AND  PRESIDENCY 
PRESIDENTIAL  ROLES 
CONSTITUTIONAL  HISTORY 
RIGHTS  AND  RESPONSIBILITIES 
FRAMEWORK  OF  THE  CONSTITUTION 
. LIBERTY  AND  THE  LAW 
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APPENDIX  D-37 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER  REGULAR 

45.1007  INOIVJOUAL  VS.  STATE 

45.1008  AMERICAN  POLITICAL  BEHAVIOR 
45.1008    GOVERNMENT  ANO  POLITICS 

45.1008  NATIUNAL  STATE  ANO  LOCAL  ELECTIONS 

45.1000  YOUTH  ANO  LOCAL  POLITICS 

45.1008  POLITICAL  ISSUES 

45.1008  AMERICAN  POLITICAL  SYSTEMS 

45.1008  AMERICAN  POLITICS 

45.1009  ELECTIONS*  POLITICS  ANO  MORALITY,  HONORS 

45.1010  CURRENT  fcVENTS 
45.1010  ME01A  ANO  POLITICS 
45.1010  CONTEMPORARY  WORLD  AFFAIRS 
45.1010  CRITICAL  ISSUES 

45.1010  CURRENT  AFFAIRS 

45.1011  AMERICAN  GOVERNMENT  IN  WORLO  AFFAIRS 
45.1011  UNITED  STATES  AS  A  kORLO  POWER 

45.1011  AMERICAN  FOREIGN  POLICY 

45.1012  OECISIUN  MAKING  IN  A  CRISIS 
45.1012  IDEAS  IN  CONFLICT 
45.1014  CITIZENSHIP 

45.1014  CONTEMPORARY  AMERICAN  ISSUES 

45.1014  CONTEMPORARY  AMcR I  CAN  POLITICAL  ISSUES 

45.1014  CONTEMPORARY  AMERICAN  PROBLEMS 

45.1014  AMERICAN  PROBLEMS 

45.1016  AMERICAN  GOVERNMENT  ANO  ECONOMICS.  BASIC 

45.1017  AMERICAN  INSTITUTIONS 

45.1017  AMERICAN  GOVERNMENT  AND  ECONOMICS 

45.1017  PROBLEMS  OF  OtMOCRACY  AND  ECONOMICS 

45.1017  PROBLEMS  OF  OEMOCRACY 

45.1017  TOOAY'S  PROBLEMS 

45.1019  COMPARATIVE  POLITICAL  SYSTEMS.  BASIC 

45.1020  COMPARATIVE  WOKLO  GOVERNMENTS 

45.1020  COMPARATIVE  POLITICAL  SYSTEMS 

45.1021  AMERICANISM  VS.  COMMUNISM 

45.1022  AMERICAN  ISM  VS.  COMMUNISM.  HONORS 

45.1023  COMMUNISM  ANO  ITS  GROWTH 

45.1025  WRITINGS  INFLUENCING  GOVERNMENT 

45.1026  GOVERNMENT  INTERNSHIP 

45.1027  MOO EL  SENATE 

45.1028  POLITICAL  LEADERSHIP 

45.1029  POLITICAL  SCIENCE 
45.1100  SOCIOLOGY.  OTHER 

45.1111  COMMUNITY  ANO  INTERGRUUP  RELATIONS 

45.1111  SOCIAL  PROBLEMS 

45.1111  SOCIAL  ISSUES 

45.1111  AMERICAN  SOCIAL  PROBLEMS,  INTRODUCTION 

45.1121  SOCIOLOGY,  GENERAL 

45.1131  SOCIOLOGY,  ISSUES 

45.1141  MOBILITY  IN  SOCIETY 

45.1151  VIOLENCE  IN  AMERICA 

45.1161  OEATH  AND  OYING 

45.1181  SOCIOLOGY,  RESEARCH 

45.1200  URBAN  STUDIFS,  OTHER 

45.1211  CITY  IN  UNI1E0  STATES  HISTORY 

45.1211  URBAN  SOCIAL  PROBLEMS 

45.1211  URBAN  STUDIES 

45.1211  URBAN  ENVIRONMENT  ANO  PROBLEMS 

45.1211  URBAN  PROBLEMS 

45.1211  URBAN  SURVIVAL 

45.1221  URBAN  ECOLOGY 

45.1231  TECHNOLOGY  ANO  URBANIZATION 

45.9V00  SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  I)-38 

List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 

SOCiAL  STUOIESt  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT  ANO  HONORS 

45*0611  ECONOMICS.  COLLEGE 

45*0710  FIELD  GEOGRAPHY t  HONORS 

45*0606  UNITED  STATES  HISTORY.  STATE.  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

45*0613  UNITED  STATES  H J  STORY.  HONORS 

45*0614  AMERICAN  HISTORY.  COLLEGE 

45*0614  AMERICAN  HISTORY.  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 

45*0814  UNITED  STATES  HISTORY.  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

45*0641  WESTERN  CIVILIZATION  9.  HONORS 

45*0841  WORLD  CIVILIZATION  9.  HONORS 

45*0844  WESTERN  CIVILIZATION.  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 

45*0644  WORLD  HISTORY.  ADVANCED 

45*0650  ENGLISH  HISTORY.  HONORS 

45*0651  FRENCH  REVOLUTION.  HONORS 

45*0655  EUROPEAN  HISTORY.  ADVANCED  READINGS 

45*0656  WfcSTfcRN  CIVILIZATION.  MIjOERN 

45*0656  feURGPtAN  HISTORY.  MODERN.  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 

45*1013  POLITICAL  STUDIES.  HONORS 

45*1013  AMERICAN  HERITAGE.  HONORS 

45*1015  CUNTfcMPURARY  AMERICAN  POLITICAL  ISSUES.  H0N3RS 

45*1015  AMCRICAN  PROBLEMS.  RESEARCH 

45*1016  AMERICAN  GUVfcRNMENT  AND  ECONOMICS.  HONORS 

45*1024  EUROPEAN  CIVICS 

45*1024  CIVICS.  HONORS 

45*1030  POLITICAL  SCIENCE.  ADVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

45*1171  SOCIOLOGY.  HONORS 
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APPENDIX  D-39 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


ENGLISH  AS  A  SECOND  LANGUAGE 


16.0121  TE SOL •  BEGINNING 

16.0121  ENGLISH  AS  A  SECOND  LANGUAGE  1 

16.0122  TE SOL*  INTERMEDIATE 

16.0122  ENGLISH  AS  A  SECOND  LANGUAGE  2 

16.0123  TESUt •  ADVANCED 

16.0123  ENGLISH  AS  A  SECOND  LANGUAGE  3 

16.0124  ENGLISH  AS  A  SECOND  LANGUAGE*  SKILLS 
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APPENDIX  D-40 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


FIRST  YEAR  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 

16.0211  SWAHILI  1 

16.0311  Cantonese  i 

16.0321  MANDARIN  1 

16.0331  JAPANESE  1 

16.0341  HAWAIIAN  1 

16.0351  KOREAN  1 

16.0421  RUSSIAN  1 

16.0441  POLISH  1 

16.0513  GERMAN  1 

16.0513  GERMAN  9 

16.0521  NORWEGIAN  1 

16.0521  NURSC  I 

16.0621  MOittRN  GREEK  1 

16.0903  fRENCH  9 

16.0903  FRENCH  1 

16.0913  ITALIAN  9 

16.0913  ITALIAN  1 

16.0920  LATIN  1 

16.0920  LATIN  9 

16.0920  LATIN  GRAFFITI  FOR  ANYBODY 

16.0926  PORTUGUESE  1 

16.0933  SPANISH  9 

16.0933  SPANISH  1 

16.0933  SPANISH.  BEGINNING 

16.1111  HEBREW  1 
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APPENDIX  D-41 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


SECOND  YEAR  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 


16.0212 
16.0312 
16.0322 
16.0332 
16.0422 
16.0442 
16.0514 
16*0*14 
16.0522 
16.0522 
16.0904 
16.0904 
16.0914 
16.0914 
16.0921 
16.0921 
16.0927 
16.0934 
16.0*34 
16.1112 


SWAHILI  2 
CANTONESE  2 
MANDARIN  2 
JAPANESE  I 
RUSSIAN  2 
POLISH  2 
GERMAN  10 
GERMAN  2 
NURSE  2 
NORWEGIAN  2 
FRENCH  10 
FRENCH  2 
ITALIAN  2 
ITALIAN  10 
LATIN  2 
LATIN  10 
PORTUGUESE  I 
SPANISH  2 
SPANISH  10 
HEBREW  2 
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APPENDIX  D-42 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


IMIHO  TfcAR  FUKEIGN  LANGUAGE 

16.0313  CANTONESE  3 

16.0333  JAPANESE  3 

16.0343  HAWAIIAN  3 

16.0*23  RUSSIAN  3 

16.0*33  CZECH  3 

16.0515  GERMAN  3 

16.0515  GERMAN  11 

16.0533  SWEDISH  3 

16.0905  FRENCH  3 

16.0905  FRENCH  11 

16.0915  ITALIAN  11 

16.0915  ITALIAN  3 

16.0922  LATIN  11 

16.0922  LATIN  3 

16.0928  PORTUGUESE  3 

16.0935  SPANISH  3 

16.0935  SPANISH  11 

16.0935  SPANISH*  INTERMEDIATE 

16.1113  HEBREW  3 


ERLC 
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APPENDIX  D-43 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


FOURTH 

16.0394 
16.0424 
16.0516 
16.0516 
16.0906 
16.0906 
16.0916 
16.0916 
16.0923 
16.0923 
16.0936 
16.0936 
16.1114 


:AR  FOREIGN 

JAPANESE  4 
RUSSIAN  4 
GERMAN  4 
GERSAN  12 
FRENCH  12 
FKENCH  4 
ITALIAN  4 
ITALIAN  12 
LATIN  4 
LAI IN  12 
SPANISH  12 
SPANISH  4 
HfcBKEa  4 


LANGUAGE 
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APPENDIX  D-44 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


PIMH  teaa/ap  foreign  language 

14.0917  GEKHANi  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 

14.0317  GfcMAN  9 

U.0907  PAENCH.  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

14.0907  PAENCM  9 

14.0917  ITALIAN  9 

14.0917  ITALIAN,  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

14.0924  LATlNt  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

14.0924  LATIN  9 

14.0930  PUkTUGUE SE  S 

14.0917  SPAN! SHt  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT 

14.0937  SPANISH  9 


ERLC 
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APPENDIX  D-45 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


OTHER  LANGUAGE  COUKSES  (E.G.  LANGUAGE  FOR  TRAVELERS) 

16.0300  ASIATIC  LANGUAGE St  OTHER 

16.0500  GERMANIC  LANGUAGE  St  OTHER 

16. OilS  GERMAN,  RE  AO  I  NO  ANO  CONFERENCE 

16.0518  GERMAN  HELO-BASED  EXPERIENCE 

16.0519  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  CONTRACT*  GERMAN 
16.0519  GERMAN t   INOEPfcNOENT  STUOY 
16.0611  MOJERN  GREEK  FOR  SURVIVAL 
16.0900  ITALIC  LANGUAGE  St  OTHER 

16.090*  FRENCH  FOR  TRAVELERS 

16.090S  FRENCH  SEMINAR 

16.0908  FRENCH  FULD-BASEO  EXPERIENCE 

16.0908  FRfcNCH  RtADlNG  AND  CONFERENCE 

16.0909  FOKEIUN  LANGUAGE  CONTRACT 9  FRENCH 

16.0910  FRENCHt  CONVERSATIONAL 

16.0925  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  CONTRACT t  LATIN 

16.0938  SPANISH  F 1EL0-BASEO  EXPERIENCE 

16.0938  SPANISH  SEMINAR 

16.0939  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  CONTRACT t  SPANISH 
16.09J9  SPANISH,   INDEPENDENT  STUOY 

16.0940  SPANISH  FOR  NAT  I Vt  SPEAKERS 

16.0940  SPANISH  FOR  SPANISH  SPEAKERS 

16.0941  SPANISH  FOR  TRAVELERS 

16.0942  SPANISH*  J03  RELATEO 
16.0942  SPANISH,  COMMERCIAL 
16.9900  FOREIGN  L«NGUAGESt  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  D-46 
List  of  Courses  Included  In  Each  Subscale 


COMPUTER  LITERACY 


07.0311  COMPUTERS  IN  BUSINESS 

07.0311  BUSINESS  COMPUTER  CONCEPTS 

11.0100  COMPUTER  AND  INFORMATION  SCIENCESt  OTHER  GENERAL 

11.0111  COMPUTER  LITERACY 

11.0111  COMPUTERS?  INTRODUCTION 

11.0111  COMPUTER  APPRECIATION 

11.9900  COMPUTER  AND  INFORMATION  SCIENCESt  OTHER 
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APPENDIX  D-47 
List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING 


U.OU1  COMPUTER  SCIENCE,  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT 

11.0200  COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING?  OTHER 

11.0211  COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING  1 

11.0212  COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING  2 
11.0221  FORTRAN?  INTRODUCTION 
11.0231  PASCAL?  INTRODUCTION 
11.0241  BASIC?  INTRODUCTION 
11.0251  COBOL?  INTRODUCTION 
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APPENDIX  D-48 


List  of  Courses  Included  in  Each  Subscale 


OP  £  APPLICATION 

07.0300  BUSINESS  OAT A  PROCESSING  ANO  RELATEO  PROGRAMS*  OTHER 

07.0321  BUSINESS  OATA  PROCESSING  1 

07.0322  BUSINESS  DATA  PROCESSING  2 
07.0331  BUSINESS  COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING  1 

07.0331  BUSINESS  COMPUTER  APPLICATIONS 

07.0332  BUSINESS  COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING  2 
11.0121  COMPUTER  PROBLEM  SOLVING 
11.0121  MATHEMATICS  ANO  COMPUTING 

11.0121  COMPUTER  MATHEMATICS  1 

11.0122  COMPUTER  MATHEMATICS  2 

11.0131  COMPUTER  APPLICATIONS 

11.0132  COMPUTER  APPLICATIONS*  INOEPENOENT  STUDY 
11.0300  UATA  PROCESSING*  OTHER 

11.0311  ELECTRONIC  OATA  PROCESSING 

11.0311  COMPUTER  CONCEPTS 

11.0311  UATA  SYSTEMS  1 

11.0411  OATA  PROCESSING  SYSTEMS  ANO  PRUCEOURES 

11.0311  OATA  PROCESSING 

11.0311  OATA  PROCESSING*  INTRODUCTION 

11.0312  OATA  PROCESSING*  INTERMEDIATE 

11.0312  OATA  PROCESSING  2 

11.0313  OATA  PROCESSING*  AOVANCEO 
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APPENDIX  D-49 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
HALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESs 
LOW 

NIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE  I 
UHI  TE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
HEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  ft  I  CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOM 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


ENGLISH  TOTAL 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 
MEAN 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


3.89 


3.83 
3.94 


3.86 
3.88 
3.93 


3.88 
3.99 
3.81 
3.83 
3.99 
3.97 


3.86 
3.91 
4.23 


4.04 
3.70 
4.03 
3.74 


3.84 
4.02 
3.76 


3.94 
3.91 
3.83 


3.87 
3.87 
3.94 


3.98 
3.90 
3.87 
3.76 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
1.2 


0.8 
1.1 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.8 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


SAMPLE 
N 


11060 


5471 
5589 


2550 
5142 
2987 


7481 
1565 
263 
1116 
470 
165 


8380 
625 
2055 


2582 
3149 
3321 
2008 


3423 
5027 
2602 


2376 
5741 
2943 


2064 
5094 
3220 


3613 
2429 
2851 
2107 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2391541 


1160649 
1230892 


497212 
1196804 
621791 


1892034 
286726 
28321 
103422 
55116 
25921 


2136840 
69241 
185459 


551781 
723295 
750962 
365502 


777098 
978018 
634136 


437229 
1183536 
770775 


443371 
1120364 
672230 


766975 
520663 
615811 
474880 


MEAN 
2.43 


2.22 
2,  63 


2.19 
2.42 
2.70 


2.51 
2.03 
2.77 
2.11 
2.21 
2.20 


2.41 
2.56 
2.62 


2.42 
2.48 
2.32 
2.58 


2.19 
2.  82 
2.13 


2.29 
2.46 
2.46 


1.89 

2.3? 
3.02 


3.16 
2.54 
2.04 
1.65 


S.O. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
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APPENDIX  D-50 
REMEOI AL  ENGLISH 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

SEXf 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESs 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   I NO IAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM* 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES; 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

GRAOESs 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.19 


0.22 
0.17 


0.23 
0.19 
0.15 


0.19 
0.22 
0.18 
0.23 
0.25 
0.24 


0.21 
0.05 
0.07 


0.21 
0.18 
0.17 
0.24 


0.26 
0.12 
0.22 


0.23 
0.20 
0.16 


0.33 
0.19 
0.11 


0.14 
0.16 
0.20 
0.30 


S.D. 


0.6 


SAMPLE 
N 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED. 

S.O. 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.3 
0.4 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.8 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


1392 


781 
611 


397 
669 
248 


882 
209 
35 
173 
66 
27 


1232 
31 
129 


287 
378 
369 
358 


546 
402 
442 


315 
746 
331 


450 
648 
195 


275 
261 
408 
436 


324545 


181643 
142902 


82306 
161022 
63920 


245545 
44955 
4378 
16633 
8461 
4573 


310062 
3876 
10608 


69543 
95484 
97147 
62371 


130990 
85470 
107615 


75365 
165199 
83982 


98431 
151145 
50251 


68182 
60940 
89426 
103615 


MEAN 
2.30 


2.13 
2.52 


2.14 
2.27 
2.64 


2.40 
1.97 
2.46 
1.97 
1.95 
2. 2D 


2.29 
1.80 
2.74 


2.24 
2.36 
2.21 
2.43 


2.17 
2.76 
2.10 


2.06 
2.  36 
2.39 


2.00 
2.27 
3.04 


3.03 
2.50 
2.22 
1.79 


1.0 


0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.3 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


1.0 
1.1 
0.9 


0.9 
UO 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
UO 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-51 
GENERAL  ENGLISH 


NIM8ER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  VEAR  SESs 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INOIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOESs 

MOSTLY  At  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  *C  OR  BELOW 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


76B314 
521357 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 
2.31 


2.27 
2.35 


2.56 
2.30 
2.16 


2.27 
2.58 
2.03 
2.49 
2.36 
2.38 


2.29 
2.66 
2.47 


2.47 
1.92 
2.86 
1.72 


2.34 
2.23 
2.41 


2.38 
2.16 
2.51 


2.44 
2.39 
2.11 


2.28 
2.35 
2.38 
2.24 


S.  0. 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.5 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.3 


1.4 
1.4 
1.5 


1.3 
1.3 
1.4 
1.2 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.3 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


SAMPLE 
N 


9887 


4877 
5010 


2320 
4609 
2623 


6660 
1395 
222 
1030 
426 
154 


7445 
567 
1875 


2395 
2696 
3089 
1707 


3075 
4439 
2366 


2?  59 
5003 
2725 


1829 
4644 
2800 


3196 
2197 
2565 
1879 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2126349 


1025827 
1100522 


455101 
1067119 
539485 


1674039 
258335 
24386 
96143 
49309 
24138 


1896036 
62986 
167328 


503416 
622722 
693847 
306364 


694347 
854422 
575717 


392057 
1026101 
708192 


394211 
1017228 
575005 


670439 
465633 
556504 
422927 


MEAN 


2.41 


2.19 
2.61 


2.16 
2.41 
2.68 


2.49 
2.00 
2.72 
2.05 
2.24 
2.23 


2.39 
2.  52 
2.58 


2.41 
2.45 
2.29 
2.57 


2.17 
2.81 
2.10 


2.28 
2.43 
2.44 


1.80 
2.31 
3.04 


3.15 
2.54 
2.00 
1.64 


S.O. 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


<0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
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APPENDIX  D-52 


ADVANCED  C HONORS  AND  ADVANCED  PLACEMENT  I  ENGLISH 


NUMBER  DF  COURSES  PASSED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEXl 

MALE  5*80  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  12325*1 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 

LOW  2555  49810* 

MI DOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7*90  189*875 

BLACK  157*  2882*5 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AMER  +  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  10362* 

OTHER  HISPANIC  *70  55116 

AMER.  INDIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  8*00  £1*1*03 

PRIVATE  625  692*1 

CATHOLIC  2055  185*59 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3*26  778*97 

ACAOEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  238*  437681 

SUBURBAN  57**  118*767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  **655* 

MIDOLE  5099  1121*0* 

HIGH  3222  672*18 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B  362*  76831* 

MOSTLY  B  2*32  521857 

HALF  8  AND  C  285*  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  86LUW  2110  *76062 


0.22 


0.18 
0.25 


0.11 
0.21 
0.33 


0.2* 
0.10 
0.*0 
0.10 
0.26 
0.08 


0.21 
0.22 
0.27 


0.33 
0.12 
0.21 
0.25 


0.09 
0.*0 
0.08 


0.22 
0.25 
0.17 


0.03 
0.1* 
0.*5 


0.*2 
0.19 
0.11 
0.06 


0.7 


0.6 
0.7 


0.* 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.* 
0.9 
0.* 
0.7 
0.3 


0.7 
0.5 
0.7 


0.8 
0.* 
0.7 
0.6 


0.* 
0.9 
0.* 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


1*23 


65* 
769 


209 
617 
57* 


1063 
13* 
65 
89 
61 
11 


1060 
87 
276 


*23 
301 
39* 
305 


229 
1032 
162 


30* 
826 
293 


57 
*72 
789 


811 
296 
208 
103 


3177*8 


133062 
18*686 


38573 
1*9082 
126096 


271235 
21201 
6766 
8122 
832* 
2100 


2777*5 
115*0 
28*63 


96950 
68300 
87755 
6*7*3 


5223* 
22*603 
*0910 


60959 
177633 
79156 


13582 
107501 
172*17 


177777 
69730 
*87*1 
20571 


2.77 


2.  5B 
2.91 


2.37 
2.72 
2.96 


2.83 
2.1* 
3.29 
2.*5 
2.50 
2.15 


2.  7* 
3.03 
2.97 


2.77 
2.87 
2.62 
2.87 


2.28 
2.96 
2.3B 


2.68 
2.82 
2.7* 


1.72 
2.*2 
3.09 


3.2* 
2.*« 
2.02 
U*8 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


LI 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
1.1 
0.8 
1.1 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.6 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.8 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.6 
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APPENDIX  D-53 
ENGLISH*  SPECIAL  TOPICS 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


TOTAL 

sex: 

MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  +  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   I  NO  I  AM  •■  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

GRADE SS 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  8  AND  C 
.    MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5*80 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7*90 
157* 
263 
1118 
*70 
165 


8*00 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3*26 
5033 
2613 


238* 
57** 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


362* 
2*32 
2B5* 
2110 


WEI GHTEO 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
12325*1 


*9810* 
1198970 
622296 


189*8  75 
2882*5 
28321 
10362* 
55116 
25921 


21*1*03 
692*1 
185*59 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778*97 
978591 
636726 


*37681 
118*767 
773656 


**655* 
1121*0* 
672*16 


76831* 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 
0.*9 


0.*8 
0.50 


0.33 
0.50 
0.62 


0.53 
0.33 
0.50 
0.31 
0.*2 
0.*9 


0.*6 
0.55 
0.80 


0.53 
0.62 
0.29 
0.57 


0.** 
0.60 
0.39 


0.*1 
0.  56 
0.*3 


0.29 
0.50 
0.62 


0.52 
0.53 
0.*7 
0.*3 


S.D. 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.9 


0.8 
0.7 
0.6 

0-7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 


0.5 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 


SAMPLE 
N 


*835 


2332 
2503 


846 
2311 
1537 


3523 
5*7 
132 
3*0 
216 
77 


3*36 
338 
1061 


1096 
1807 
819 
1113 


1*62 
2*35 
937 


917 
2768 
1150 


66* 
2262 
1629 


1574 
1126 
1239 
875 


WEI GHTEO 
N 


10390** 


505298 
5337*6 


1596*8 
528755 
320796 


866916 
918*0 
13330 
32*15 
21689 
12B53 


900309 
36870 
101869 


220380 
*13621 
192388 
212655 


33*626 
*76817 
227573 


176716 
568712 
293616 


137108 
50*9*B 
3*0252 


329503 
236133 
267031 
20158* 


MEAN 


?.*9 


2.27 
2.63 


2.12 
2.  39 
2.75 


2.53 
1.87 
2.86 
2.13 
2.14 
1.97 


2.42 
2.65 
2.70 


2.49 
2.50 
2.23 
2.52 


2.17 
2.85 
2.02 


2.25 
2.49 
2.50 


1.71 
2.30 
3.02 


3.23 
2.58 
?.08 
1.53 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 

uo 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.1 
0.9 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.6 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
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SAMPLE 
N 


APPENDIX  D-54 
COMPOSITION  WRITING  ANO  GRAMMAR 

NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


NEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO, 


SAMPLE 
N 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEXs 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIOOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AHER  ♦  PUERTO  RlCAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AH  Eft.  I  NO  UN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACAOENIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

UR8AN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIOOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672*18 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A$  HALF  A  ANO  8  3624  768314 

MOSTLY  8  2432  521B57 

HALF  8  ANO  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110  476062 


0.  32 


0.32 
0.33 


0.23 
0.34 
0.37 


0.33 
0.28 
0.37 
0.27 
0.28 
0.33 


0.33 
0.28 
0.29 


0.24 
0.42 
0.21 
0.52 


0.32 
0.37 
0.25 


0.32 
0.37 
0.25 


0.23 
0.33 
0.39 


0.34 
0.34 
0.33 
0.28 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


3777 


1821 
1956 


705 
1822 
1139 


2668 
466 
113 
327 
137 
66 


2944 
201 
632 


673 
1468 
710 
926 


1177 
1871 
727 


744 
2136 
897 


561 
1769 
1245 


1233 
860 
973 
694 


865746 


418336 
447410 


129229 
453406 
260231 


712339 
84882 
11508 
30047 
16440 
10530 


777562 
24980 
63205 


162038 
349123 
164775 
189811 


276583 
405639 
182775 


149953 
474272 
241521 


118465 
410165 
287120 


286822 
197398 
218682 
158781 


2.49 


2.28 
2.69 


2.21 
2.47 
2.72 


2.58 
1.98 
2.72 
2.23 
2.08 
2.10 


2.47 
2.67 
2.69 


2.54 
2.54 
2.79 
2.54 


2.18 
2.85 
2.17 


2.40 
2.51 
2.50 


1.87 
2.33 
3.02 


3.21 
2.58 
2.11 
1.61 


1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.7 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
UO 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
UO 


UO 
UO 
UO 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.7 
0*8 
0.8 
0.8 
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APPENDIX  D-55 
ORAL  ENGLISH.  SPEAKING  AND  OE BATING 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


TOTAL 

SEXl 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  ft ICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLONUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


23B4 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


Y78497 
978591 
636726 


4376B1 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672416 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.15 
0.15 


0.  II 
0.15 
0*18 


0.15 
0.14 
0.12 
0.11 
0.13 
0.16 


0.15 
0.06 
0.19 


0.07 
0.24 
0*11 
0.17 


0.15 
0.16 
0.12 


0.14 
0.15 
0.14 


0.13 
0.15 
0.16 


0.15 
0.16 
0.14 
0.14 


S.D. 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.4 


0.2 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.4 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


2282 


1130 
1152 


436 
1057 
718 


1622 
330 
44 
178 
74 
34 


1673 
113 
496 


269 
1070 
497 
446 


701 
1108 
470 


421 
1239 
622 


381 
1085 
687 


683 
523 
606 
455 


WEIGHTED 
N 


509362 


245117 
264245 


85036 
256904 
151157 


416715 
54857 
5324 
18251 

saai 

5333 


451368 
8362 
49632 


573B4 
256549 
101642 

93787 


167241 
219206 
121995 


87402 
2536)5 
16B325 


81941 
249600 
146725 


155142 
117534 
129832 
104039 


MEAN 
2.68 


2.48 
2.88 


2.38 
2.63 
2.98 


7.76 
2.26 
2.65 
2.75 
2.56 
2.56 


2.66 
3.08 
2.81 


2.44 
2.71 
2.60 
2.87 


2.47 
3.04 
2.36 


2.52 
2.64 
2.83 


2.17 
2.60 
3.2C 


3.38 
2.91 
2.33 
1.84 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.1 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.7 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
O.B 


0.7 
0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  D-56 
REMEDIAL  REAPING 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN* AMERICAN 
MEX.-AHER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHCR.   I  NOUN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  0  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


49B104 
1198970 
622296 


1894B75 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
7235B7 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.11 


0.13 
0.09 


0.17 
0.10 
0.05 


0.08 
0.22 
0.12 
0.21 
0.15 
0.21 


0.11 
0.03 
0.07 


0.11 
0*09 
0.10 
0.17 


0*13 
0.06 
0.15 


0*13 
0.11 
0*08 


0.27 
0.07 
0.03 


0.05 
0.07 
0.14 
0.19 


S.O. 


0.4 


0.4 
0.3 


0.5 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.4 
0.1 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.5 


0.4 
0.2 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.6 
0.3 
0.1 


0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 


SAMPLE 
N 


1334 


723 
611 


456 
581 
198 


665 
310 
33 
227 
66 
33 


1063 
31 
240 


319 
345 
315 
355 


518 
380 
433 


339 
758 
237 


536 
525 
128 


224 
228 
434 
433 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


258515 


143179 
115335 


75293 
125962 
39468 


162114 
61023 
3017 
20781 
6899 
4680 


241746 
4497 
12272 


1  *9 
72878 
73371 
53896 


100604 
65564 
91596 


57888 
138354 
62272 


103493 
96087 
28254 


42854 
43142 
83731 
85522 


MEAN 


2.45 


2.25 
2.69 


2.43 
2.46 
2.57 


2.54 
2.21 
3.38 
2.44 
2.19 
2.15 


2.44 
2.99 
2.47 


2.43 
2.52 
2.37 
2.48 


2.21 
2.85 
2.43 


2.42 
2.48 
2.41 


2.31 
2.47 
3.07 


3.16 
2.70 
2.41 
2.01 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
1.3 


1.1 
1.0 
0.7 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 


1.0 
0.8 
0.9 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  D-57 
OTHER  REAOING  L  VOCABULARY 

NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES* 
LOW 
NIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   [NO FAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM} 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
NIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOESs 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  8  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


1 1080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2  *2 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


23961 03 


1163562 
1232941 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
5218S7 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.07 


0.07 
0.06 


0.07 
0.07 
0.06 


0.06 
0.08 
0.08 
0.08 
0.09 
0.05 


0.07 
0.05 
0.06 


0.05 
0.09 
0.05 
0.08 


0.08 
0.06 
0.06 


0.07 
0.07 
0.05 


0.11 
0.06 
0.05 


0.05 
0.06 
0.07 
0.09 


S.O. 


0.2 


0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


SAMPLE 
N 


1057 


535 
522 


225 
505 
286 


733 
152 

22 
106 

36 
8 


828 
41 
188 


161 
470 
197 
229 


387 
448 

222 


208 
621 
228 


256 
465 
266 


272 
219 
307 
248 


WEIGHTED 
N 


238o*° 


121402 
117557 


43700 
123065 
62923 


189881 
28707 
22  TS 
11580 
5685 
831 


215215 
5185 
18559 


38997 
103884 
53237 
42841 


92746 
92534 
53679 


47538 
129409 
62012 


58335 
110283 
56286 


61624 
50775 
67493 
56236 


MEAN 
2.60 


2.34 
2.86 


2.49 
2.51 
2.89 


2.70 
2.14 
3.03 
2.14 
2.25 
2.46 


2.58 
2.94 
2.69 


2.51 
2.55 
2.49 
2.91 


2.33 
2.99 
2,37 


2.47 
2.65 
2.59 


2.14 
2.59 
3.10 


3.32 
7.77 
2.35 
1.98 


S.O. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 

1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.8 
1.0 
1.0 
0.8 


1.1 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.2 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


609 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  D-59 


MATHEMATICS  fOTAL 


rom 

If  Ml 
HALE 
PIN  ALB 

MM  YEAR  Sf  St 
LOW 

moot* 

NION 


t 

WHITE 


All  AN*AHERICAN 
NEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  111  n 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

INOIAN  ♦  OTHER 


TYPES 
PUOLIC 
Ml  VAT f 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
MIT 

MIL  OK  UP  CURRICULUM! 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


I TV  TYPEt 
URIAH 
SUi URBAN 


Ml€  YEAR  TEST  SCORES! 
LOU 
NIDOtC 
HIGH 

GRAOESt 

MOSTLY  Al  HAIP  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  I 
HALf  B  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 

N 


IIOSO 


5410 

MOO 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
243 
II 10 
470 
145 


B400 

625 
2055 


25B5 
1154 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2413 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2074 
5099 
3222 


3424 
2432 
2B  54 
2110 


NUNBBR  OP  COURSES  PASSED 

WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


49BI04 
1191970 
622296 


IB94B75 
2BB245 

2S32I 
I0J624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
1B5459 


553057 
7235B7 
753656 
345403 


77B497 
97B591 
636726 


437681 
1164767 
773456 


444554 
1121404 
472418 


7683 14 
521857 
616658 
476042 


NEAN 

S.D. 

•••• 

— - 

2.71 

1.1 

2.78 

LI 

2.65 

LI 

2.37 

LO 

2.67 

LI 

1*13 

LI 

2.  74 

L  1 

2.63 

LO 

3.22 

L 1 

«.45 

LI 

2.52 

LI 

LO 

•  • 

1.  1 

3.14 

LI 

J.4Q 

l.Z 

3.02 

LI 

2. 58 

L2 

2.69 

LO 

2.56 

LO 

2.36 

LO 

3.33 

LO 

2.19 

0.9 

2.72 

LO 

2.84 

LI 

2.  52 

LI 

2.19 

0.9 

2.56 

LI 

3.35 

LO 

3.18 

LI 

SAMPLE 
N 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 

S.D. 


WE  I GMT EO 
N 


2.78 
2.46 
2.22 


LI 
LO 
0.9 


11034 


5459 
5575 


2532 
5136 
2987 


7470 
1561 
263 
1108 
469 
163 


8356 
624 
2054 


2579 
3144 
3305 
2006 


3410 
5025 
2592 


2370 
5726 
2938 


2061 
SOBO 
3219 


3608 
2424 
2843 
2100 


2387707 


1159424 
1228283 


494264 
1196405 
621561 


1889763 
286597 
28321 
102154 
55110 
25742 


2133167 
69086 
165453 


551702 
722418 
748833 
364753 


775658 
977496 
632689 


436218 
1181190 
770299 


443885 
1117396 
671841 


765868 
520371 
614709 
473972 


NEAN 
2.22 


2.11 
2.33 


2.10 
2.20 
2.41 


2.29 
L86 
2.60 
2.06 
1.97 
1.90 


2.21 
2.28 
2.36 


1.11 
1.16 
2.17 
2.27 


2.04 
2.50 
2.02 


2.07 
2.24 
2.28 


1.82 
2.10 
2.73 


2.91 
2.20 
t.86 
L62 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 
0.6 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.6 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
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APPENDIX  D-60 


MATHEMATICS  BASIC  SKILLS 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 
MEAN 


WEICHTEO 
N 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEXt 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIODLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEK.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RI CAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMEW.   IN01AN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACADEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

M100LE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B  3624  768314 

MOSTLY  8  2432  521857 

HALF  B  AND  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OK  BELOW  2110  476062 


0.16 


0.17 
0.14 


0.23 
0.15 
0.09 


0.13 
0.31 
0.10 
0.24 
0.24 
0.22 


0.17 
0.04 
0.07 


0.14 
0.11 
0.20 
0.20 


0.21 
0.07 
0.23 


0.20 
0.14 
0.16 


0.36 
0.14 
0.04 


0.08 
0.11 
0.21 
0.27 


0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.6 
0.3 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.4 
0.2 
0.2 


0.4 
0.3 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.3 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.6 
0.4 
0.2 


0.3 
0.3 
0.5 
0.5 


611 


1652 


829 
823 


549 
755 
244 


913 
380 
20 
240 
67 
32 


1452 
17 
183 


312 
359 
550 
431 


718 
365 
566 


434 
782 
436 


667 
738 
126 


254 
257 
564 
558 


378807 


196015 
182793 


108652 
187637 
60900 


247542 
86774 

2848 
23721 
12753 

5168 


359588 
2705 
16514 


72690 
88956 
143183 
73978 


164943 
68735 
144256 


84427 
173280 
121100 


149499 
167140 
31603 


58049 
58138 
126830 
132323 


2.14 


2.06 
2.22 


2.05 
2.16 
2.31 


2.29 
1.78 
2.56 
2*08 
1.85 
1.68 


2.11 
2.80 
2.54 


2.10 
2.16 
2.09 
2.24 


2.03 
2.47 
2.09 


2.01 
2.15 
2.21 


1.88 
2.24 
3.00 


2.93 
2.33 
2. OB 
1.77 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 


1.1 
1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  D-61 

PRE- ALGE8R A/PRE -GEOMETRY 
NUMOER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  I NO IAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GF*£RAL 
/  AOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


1 1080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


B400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 
0.16 


0.16 
0.16 


0.17 
0.15 
0.17 


0.16 
0.20 
0.16 
0.23 
0.18 
0.15 


0.17 
0.14 
0.14 


0.12 
0.19 
0.16 
0.20 


0.20 
0.13 
0.17 


0.17 
0.19 
0.12 


0.15 
0.19 
0.11 


0.10 
0.17 
0.20 
0.22 


S.D. 


0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.3 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.3 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


SAMPLE 
H 


1901 


918 
983 


474 
889 
452 


1106 
33  5 

44 
278 
100 

38 


1554 
55 
292 


324 
560 
536 
481 


710 
684 

505 


434 
1077 
390 


392 
1038 
316 


384 
404 
604 
495 


WEIGHTED 
N 


404411 


194241 
210170 


87683 
194123 
105894 


295199 
62104 

4948 
25620 
11382 

5158 


370051 
9469 
24891 


64522 
135608 
125399 

78883 


151658 
134723 
117637 


79900 
22973  7 
94774 


75433 
218953 
73280 


80889 
84501 
126123 
108623 


MEAN 


2.11 


2.00 
2.21 


1.99 

2.03 
2.37 


2.20 
1.84 
2.75 
1.89 
1.84 
1.39 


2.08 
2.  52 
2.39 


2.17 
2.12 
2.03 
2.16 


1.98 
2.46 
1.89 


1.92 
2.13 
2.23 


1.58 
2.11 
2.68 


2.  86 
2.31 
1.90 
1.64 


S.D 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.2 
1.0 
1.1 
LI 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 

1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-62 


GENERAL  HATH 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 
MEAN 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEHPTEO 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


TOTAL  HOBO 
SEXa 

MALE  5480 

FEMALE  3600 

BASE  YEAR  SES; 

LOW  2555 

MIOOLE  5150 

HIGH  2992 

RACES 

WHITE  7*90 

BLACK  157* 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263 

HEX.-AHER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  U1B 

OTHER  HISPANIC  *70 

AHER.   1N0IAN  *  OTHER  165 

SCHOOL  TYPE l 

PUBLIC  8*00 

PRIVATE  625 

CATHOLIC  2055 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  25B5 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156 

SOUTH  3329 

WEST  2010 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM; 

GENERAL  3*26 

ACAOEMIC  5033 

VOCATIONAL  2613 

COMMUNITY  TYPE I 

URBAN  2384 

SUBURBAN  57*4 

RURAL  2952 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  3076 

MIOOLE  5099 

HIGH  3222 

GRAOE S3 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  8  362* 

MOSTLY  8  2*32 

HALF  8  ANO  C  285* 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110 


239J103 


1163562 
12325*1 


*9810* 
1198970 
622296 


189*875 
2882*5 
28321 
10362* 
55116 
25921 


21*1*03 
692*1 
185*59 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778*97 
978591 
636726 


*37681 
118*767 
773656 


446554 
1121*0* 
672*18 


76831* 
521857 
616658 
*76062 


0.47 


0.52 
0.43 


0.69 
0.45 
0.31 


0.*0 
0.85 
0.36 
0.66 
0.53 
0.75 


0.50 
0.30 
0.27 


0.6* 
0.33 
0.56 
0.33 


0.55 
0.32 
0.62 


0.56 
0.45 
0.46 


0.92 
0.42 
0.26 


0.33 
0.38 
0.58 
0.67 


S.O. 


0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.9 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.6 
0.8 
0.6 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


0.9 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


SAMPLE 
N 


3889 


2049 
1840 


1256 
1783 
648 


2226 
836 

74 
479 
180 

94 


3290 
98 
501 


999 
892 
1304 
694 


1496 
1124 
1266 


947 
1870 
1072 


1342 
1733 
560 


806 
709 
1234 
1110 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


873021 


454786 
418235 


261988 
419190 
149660 


604333 
173260 
8294 
50162 
21705 
15268 


821194 
16544 
35284 


232494 
209999 
321379 
109149 


338562 
226516 
307028 


179612 
407423 
285986 


302356 
3836B4 
123901 


182854 
155027 
271406 
256305 


MEAN 


2.25 


2.15 
2.36 


2.20 
2.24 
2.42 


2.34 
1.97 
2.50 
2.18 
1.99 
2.16 


2.25 
1.95 
2.33 


2.21 
2.31 
2.22 
2.29 


2.13 
2.56 
2.16 


2.10 
2.28 
2.29 


1.94 
2.34 
2.82 


2.97 
2.39 
2.10 
1.83 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 

1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-58 
VOCATIONAL  ENGLISH 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

SEXt 
HALE 
FENALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESf 
LOW 

NIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACEl 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
HEX.-AHEft  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHER.  1 NO I AN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TVPEt 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM i 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YfcAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
HIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES* 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  8  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.03 


0.02 
0.05 


0.05 
0.03 
0.02 


0.03 
0.04* 
0.02 
0.03 
0.04 
0.04 


0.04 
0.00 
0.01 


0.05 
0*03 
0.03 
0.02 


0.03 
0.02 
0.06 


0.04 
0*03 
0.04 


0.04 
0.04 
0.02 


0.03 
0*03 
0*04 
0.03 


S.O. 

0.2 

0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.0 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


SAMPLE 
N 


498 


172 
326 


149 
243 
87 


324 
89 
7 
40 
28 
10 


427 
0 
71 


142 
168 
124 


161 
135 
201 


114 
234 
150 


129 
269 
80 


136 
92 
162 
105 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


115191 


37391 
77800 


32039 
58185 
20215 


89234 
15474 
995 
4353 
3028 
2108 


110135 
5056 


28107 
38841 
34447 
13796 


34868 
28659 
51340 


22542 
51131 
41518 


26432 
65139 
19242 


31679 
25318 
35248 
22735 


MEAN 
2.55 


2.39 
2.63 


2.36 
2*65 
2.76 


2.67 
1.91 
3.08 
2.17 
2.56 
3.  03 


2.55 
2.72 


2.52 
2.69 
2.36 
2.73 


2.57 
2.88 
2.37 


2.22 
2.47 
2.83 


1.97 
2.61 
3.21 


3.29 
2.75 
2.22 
1.83 


S.O. 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.8 


0.7 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  D-63 
VOCATIONAL  MATH 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 

SEX  J 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  »  PUERTO  RI CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  1NOIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEN1C 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW  , 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.11 


0.11 
0.12 


0.17 
0.12 
0.06 


0.11 
0.11 
0.10 
0.08 
0.16 
0.15 


0.12 
0.03 
0.05 


0.14 
0.10 
0.13 
0.08 


0.13 
0.05 
0.19 


0.09 
0.10 
0.15 


0.16 
0.14 
0.04 


0.07 
0.11 
0.15 
0.1* 


0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.2 
0.4 


0.3 
0.3 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.2 


0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


1122 


516 
606 


357 
562 
160 


767 
180 
14 
95 
46 
20 


1017 
16 
89 


299 
275 
400 
148 


429 
234 
458 


216 
460 
446 


333 
604 
120 


217 
215 
380 
303 


303478 


135073 
168405 


88960 
160327 
44231 


236725 
39040 
2679 
10783 
9780 
4471 


292879 
2472 
8128 


74208 
81548 
111022 
36700 


116160 
53679 
133296 


45121 
129487 
128871 


83565 
170447 
30229 


57504 
59675 
102974 
81519 


2.23 


2.07 
2.36 


2.06 
2.  34 
2.23 


2.31 
1.85 
2.09 
1.91 
2.33 
1.88 


2.22 
2.97 
2.46 


2.?3 
2.39 
2.13 
2.19 


2.13 
2.47 
2.23 


2.19 
2.28 
2.19 


1.81 
2.26 
3.10 


3.03 
2.50 
2.03 
1-74 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 

1.0 
1.2 
0.9 
1.0 


l.I 
0.8 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  D-64 
ALGEBRA  I 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


TOTAL 

SEXl 
MALE 
FEN ALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INDIAN  +  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  AND  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


23B4 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


55305" 
723r  J7 
V  jB56 
365603 


77B497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
6166  58 
476062 


MEAN 
0.69 


0.67 
0.70 


0.55 
0.71 
0.  79 


0.  72 
0.55 
0.69 
0.63 
0.62 
0.61 


0.66 
0.86 
0.90 


0.62 
0.  73 
0.69 
0.71 


0.63 
0.82 
0.56 


0.67 
0.71 
0.67 


0*38 
0.76 
0.79 


0.  75 
0.78 
0.67 
0.52 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


SAMPLE 
N 


7459 


3601 
3858 


1464 
3590 
2214 


5236 
953 
169 
703 
307 
91 


5344 
444 
1671 


1564 
2258 
2260 
1377 


2176 
3833 
1448 


1529 
3940 
1990 


924 
3726 
2383 


2600 
1804 
1867 
1159 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1579771 


757625 
822146 


264448 
822275 
458716 


1299916 
155914 
18091 
59343 
31026 
15481 


1371570 
53449 
154752 


326800 
508250 
495726 
248994 


486277 
745621 
347400 


283167 
787329 
509275 


178332 
B07126 
503039 


546400 
384608 
393288 
249046 


MEAN 


2.25 


2.12 
2.37 


2.08 
2.23 
2.41 


2.31 
1.83 
2.62 
2.07 
2.14 
1.85 


2.23 
2.25 
2.44 


2.26 
2.30 
2.20 
2.24 


1.98 
2.57 
1.94 


2.08 
2.27 
2.32 


1.67 
2.08 
2.78 


*  96 
2.23 
1«80 
1.46 


S.O. 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.2 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


616 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  D-65 
GEOMETRY 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
SLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  Rl  CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  type: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
,  SOUTH 
NEST 

FOLLOUUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOM 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


25^ 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
11  18 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


362* 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
5218  57 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0*46 


0*46 
0*46 


0.25 
0*46 
0*65 


0.50 
0*28 
0*64 
0*28 
0.J2 
0.25 


0*43 
0*68 
0.79 


0*48 
0*51 
0.39 
0.47 


0*32 
0*73 
0.22 


0.45 
0*51 
0.40 


0.11 
0.43 
0.76 


0.67 
0.55 
0.34 
0.20 


S.O. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0*6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0*4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.3 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


SAMPLE 
N 


5680 


2809 
2871 


811 
2639 
2107 


4177 
638 
172 
401 
247 
45 


3679 
465 
1536 


1398 
1765 
1527 
990 


1240 
3783 
655 


1198 
3221 
1261 


329 
2565 
2461 


2478 
1434 
1172 
581 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


1139783 


5.1757 
586027 


131472 
575856 
414063 


978464 
86762 
17333 
31211 
19520 
6493 


949936 
47087 
142760 


268802 
378727 
308374 
183880 


265797 
718220 
155668 


202410 
615709 
321664 


53470 
515760 
506015 


508502 
287180 
277097 
114405 


MEAN 


2.38 


2.33 
2.42 


2.15 
2.34 
2.50 


2.42 
1.95 
7.80 
2.11 
2.07 
2.09 


2.36 
2.45 
2.42 


2.34 
2.45 
2.29 
2.41 


2.15 
2.56 
1.93 


2.21 
2.37 
2.48 


1.79 
2.02 
2.82 


2.97 
2.23 
1.71 
1.42 


S.O. 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.2 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 

1.1 
1.1 


1.1 

1.0 

1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-66  A 


ADVANCEO  HATH 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

NIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
HEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   | NO IAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPEt 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOL IC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEHIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  IA  HALF  A  AND  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
26321 
103624 
55U6 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


MEAN 


0.65 


0.69 
0.62 


0.31 
0.62 
1.05 


0.72 
0.33 
1.17 
0.32 
0.47 
0.25 


0.59 
1.10 
1.18 


0.89 
0.61 
0.56 
0.58 


0.33 
1.21 
0.19 


0.59 
0.74 
0.56 


0.11 
0.47 
1.36 


1.19 
0.68 
0.35 
0.18 


S.D. 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.6 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
0.6 
1.1 
0.7 
0.8 
0.6 


0.9 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.6 
1.0 
0.5 


0.8 
1.0 
0.9 


0.3 
0.7 
1.1 


1.1 
0.8 
0.6 
0.5 


SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 
N 


N 

5298 


2752 
2546 


735 
2374 
2092 


3888 
576 
190 
370 
231 
43 


3409 
501 
1388 


1481 
1434 
1560 
823 


1029 
3769 
499 


1108 
3033 
1157 


308 
2130 
2580 


2551 
1308 
958 
470 


1048192 


523900 
524292 


122521 
517846 
394T30 


895971 
82478 
19131 
26069 
19116 
5426 


874509 
43221 
130462 


296975 
301235 
304354 
145628 


210971 
717205 
119612 


186536 
566544 
295112 


57092 
421744 
515535 


518267 
256288 
184652 
87996 


MEAN 
2.37 


2.23 
2.50 


2.21 
2.32 
2.49 


2.42 
1.92 
2.61 
2.08 
2.00 
1.81 


2.96 
2.44 
2.40 


2.36 
2.45 
2.25 
2.42 


2.19 
2.49 
1.94 


2.18 
2.34 
2.53 


1.67 
2.10 
2.68 


2.94 
2.09 
1.64 
1.33 


S.O. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 

1.3 


1.1 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-66  8 


SCIENCES  TOTAL 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


SAMPLE 
N 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 

MEAN  S.O. 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


TOTAL 

s;  X: 

MALE 
FEMALE 

8ASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
WEX.-AMER  *  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
UR8AN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


GRADES: 
MOSTLY 
MOSTLY 
HALF  8 
MOSTLY 


A;  HALF  A  AND  B 
8 

AND  C 

C  OR  BELOW 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


2.22 


2.28 
2.15 


1.87 
2.17 
2.63 


2*28 
1.96 
2.59 
1.88 
1.93 
2.05 


2.17 
2.67 
2.56 


2.63 
2.10 
2.20 
1.86 


1.88 
2*86 
1.64 


2.18 
2.26 
2.18 


1.63 
2.06 
2.92 


2.73 
2.30 
1.94 
1.68 


1.2 


1.2 
1.1 


1.0 
1.2 
1.3 


1.2 
1.0 
1.4 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.3 
1.2 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.2 
0.8 


1.2 
1.2 
1.1 


0.8 
1.1 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.0 
0.9 


10835 


5365 
5470 


2473 
5032 
2958 


7330 
1535 
259 
1093 
461 
157 


8176 
622 
203  7 


2  529 
3071 
3280 
1955 


3330 
4998 
2500 


2341 
5608 
2886 


1984 
4987 
3206 


3572 
2386 
2782 
2038 


2339364 


1136025 
1203339 


481515 
1168534 
614916 


1850290 
281550 
28028 
101270 
53097 
25130 


2087251 
68172 
183941 


541828 
701919 
740783 
354834 


753897 
971651 
611953 


430593 
1152890 
755882 


426767 
1094360 
668452 


757681 
511215 
602205 
455765 


2.32 


2.21 
2.42 


2.10 
2.31 
2.55 


2.40 
1.94 
2.63 
2.01 
2.11 
1.90 


2.30 
2.41 
2.42 


2.29 
2.35 
2.25 
2.43 


2.09 
2.66 
2.04 


2.17 
2.34 
2.36 


1.76 
2.22 
2.88 


3.06 
2.35 
1.94 
1.56 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
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APPENDIX  D-67 
GENERAL  SCIENCE 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


TOTAL 

SEXS 
HALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESx 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
HEX.-ANER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
ANER.   I NO I AN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  AND  8 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  8EL0W 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.29 


0.31 
0.27 


0.38 
0.28 
0.24 


0.29 
0.35 
0.23 
0.27 
0.29 
0.40 


0.31 
0.27 
0.15 


0.32 
0.28 
0.31 
0.24 


0.32 
0.23 
0.35 


0.30 
0.27 
0.32 


0.37 
0.31 
0.22 


0.26 
0.28 
0.32 
0.33 


s.o. 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


SAMPLE 
N 


3081 


1589 
1492 


903 
1401 
628 


1967 
552 

64 
308 
124 

66 


2649 
114 
318 


777 
864 
890 
550 


1090 
1077 
909 


634 
1502 
945 


780 
1451 
670 


842 
646 
866 
703 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


702786 


360304 
342482 


186401 
340190 
146920 


537318 
103268 
6321 
29465 
16181 
10233 


659563 
17791 
25431 


170429 
205243 
233911 
93203 


255039 
220539 
226157 


131478 
320903 
250405 


170823 
340550 
147931 


191989 
144110 
198153 
163746 


MEAN 
2.35 


2.23 
2.48 


2.15 
2.36 
2.67 


2.45 
1.94 
2.89 
2.00 
2.06 
2.15 


2.34 
2.31 
2.52 


2.30 
2.35 
2.27 
2.64 


2.16 
2.84 
2.09 


2.20 
2.39 
2.37 


1.76 
2.39 
3.04 


3.15 
2.49 
2.08 
1.63 


S.O. 
l.i 


1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 

1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 

0.9 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-68 


10TAL 

*EX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

4ASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

4  ACE  3 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-ANER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AM Eft,   I NO I AN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

fOLLUNUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEN1C 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
UR8AN 
SU8UR8AN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES J 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  8 

MOSTLY  B 

HALF  8  ANO  C 
!       MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


PHYSICAL  SCIENCE 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 
MEAN 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


S.O. 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1 184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.46 


0.48 
0.44 


0.44 
0.47 
0.46 


0.46 
0.45 
0.29 
0.48 
0.39 
0.44 


0.46 
0.60 
0.42 


0.57 
0.35 
0.54 
0.33 


0.47 
0.46 
0.44 


0.47 
0.44 
0.48 


0.45 
0.46 
0.45 


0.45 
0.46 
0.46 
0.45 


0.6 


0.6 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


SAMPLE 
N 


4873 


2546 
2327 


1139 
2260 
1307 


3349 
655 

76 
550 
187 

56 


3665 
326 
882 


1313 
1129 
1722 
709 


1557 
2186 
1126 


1170 
2366 
1337 


923 
2283 
1351 


1547 
1062 
1266 
67 


621 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


1095935 


558214 
537721 


219238 
553179 
289474 


R72408 
129652 
8852 
51686 
22226 
11110 


975571 
41774 
78589 


296077 
268577 
393590 
137690 


367333 
446119 
281116 


203327 
522701 
369906 


203880 
508801 
302138 


342640 
241447 
283433 
220377 


MEAN 


2.41 


2.35 
2.47 


2.14 
2.41 
2.67 


2.50 
1.97 
2.74 
2.08 
2.34 
1.72 


2.39 
2.62 
2.53 


2.42 
2.44 
2.34 
2.53 


2.17 
2.81 
2.09 


2.78 
2.43 
2.45 


1.80 
2.33 
3.00 


3.11 
2.50 
2.07 
1.68 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 

1.1 
1.1 

0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-69 
FUNCTIONAL  8I0LOGY 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOU 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOESs 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
?432 
2854 
2110 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
2592) 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.22 
0.25 


0.19 
0.23 
0.27 


0.24 
0.20 
0.33 
0.26 
0.27 
0.22 


0.22 
0.25 
0.40 


0.28 
0.21 
0.22 
0.27 


0.22 
0.28 
0.20 


0.22 
0.26 
0*20 


0.22 
0.23 
0*26 


0-24 
0.25 
0.22 
0.23 


S.O. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0*4 


SAMPLE 
N 


2766 


1262 
1504 


586 
1300 
779 


1821 
360 
87 
340 
117 
41 


1981 
95 
690 


701 
662 
746 
657 


851 
1349 
563 


550 
1574 
642 


519 
1296 
791 


887 
614 
687 
559 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


584644 


273626 
311018 


99741 
293897 
168310 


459684 
65178 

9421 
29490 
14274 

6597 


496390 
17883 
70371 


151008 
153660 
172711 
107265 


182253 
264535 
137434 


104198 
326416 
154031 


107208 
272843 
171781 


185648 
130366 
142809 
123401 


MEAN 


2.38 


2.28 
2.47 


2.21 
2.34 
2.60 


2.46 
2.04 
2.66 
2.02 
2.23 
1.79 


2.34 
2.59 
2.61 


2.29 
2.40 
2.41 
2.42 


2.09 
2.71 
2.13 


2.27 
2.37 
2.47 


1.78 
2.29 
2.92 


3.18 
2.41 
1.98 
1.62 


S.O. 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 

1.1 

1.2 

uo 


LI 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
LI 
LI 


1.0 
1.0 
LO 


LI 
LI 
LO 


LO 
LO 
0.9 


0.8 
0*8 
0.9 
LO 
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APPENDIX  D-70 
BIOLOGY  I 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


ME  IGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  I 10 BO  2396103 
SEX: 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESs 

LOW  2555  49810* 

MIOOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACE: 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.  INDIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  B400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  77P497 

ACADEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIOOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B  3624  768314 

MOSTLY  8  2432  521857 

HALF  8  ANO  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOtt  2110  476062 


0.54 


0.53 
0.55 


0.52 
0.54 
0.57 


0.54 
0.53 
0.49 
0.52 
0.53 
0.53 


0.54 
0.64 
0.54 


0.51 
0.54 
0.59 
0.48 


0.51 
0.61 
0.46 


0.55 
0.52 
0.57 


0.42 
0.55 
0.61 


0.62 
0.55 
0.52 
0.4* 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


6159 


3048 
3111 


1354 
2823 
1799 


4176 
902 
130 
588 
269 
94 


4531 
474 
1154 


1388 
1746 
2126 
899 


1797 
3076 
1283 


1437 
3064 
1658 


967 
2824 
1989 


2197 
1389 
1531 
1020 


623 


1300789 


623075 
677714 


263162 
646734 
357718 


1026535 
163472 
13956 
53954 
29010 
13862 


1155929 
45242 
99618 


280670 
388166 
453588 
178364 


402296 
590504 
306946 


248477 
605395 
446917 


199785 
615530 
398750 


464635 
286062 
321342 
223082 


2.36 


2.22 
2.49 


2.12 
2.35 
2.60 


2.44 
1.96 
2.87 
2.09 
2.04 
2.19 


2.35 
2.43 
2.42 


2.37 
2.43 
2.25 
2.48 


2.10 
2.74 
1.98 


2.19 
2.39 
2.42 


1.71 
2.17 
3.02 


3.12 
2.39 
1.86 
1.47 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 

1.1 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


1.0 

1. 1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


i.I 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 

uo 

0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
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APPENDIX  D-71 
AOVANCEO  BIOLOGY 


NUMBER  OP  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

inn 

MALI 
FEMALE 

§ASI  YEAR  SISl 
ION 
M IODLS 
HIGH 

RACfil 
WHITE 
•LACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MlX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  R1CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMIR.  I NO I AH  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE I 
It  PUBLIC 
r  PRIVATE 
1  CATHOLIC 

\ 

{GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONI 

NOR f HE AST 
\-   NORTH  CENTRAL 
I  SOUTH 

NEST 

f) 

POUOHUP  CURR1CULUNI 
GENERAL 
ACAOENIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TVPEs 
'URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES* 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
NIGH 

GHAOESs 

NOSTLY  At  HALF  A  AND  B 
y    NOSTLY  B 

HALF  B  ANO  C 

NOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 

WE1GHTE0 
N 

MEAN 

S.O. 

11080 

2996103 

0.17 

0.4 

5480 
5400 

1163562 
1232541 

0.15 
0.19 

0.4 
0.4 

2555 
5150 
2992 

498104 
1198970 
622296 

0.10 
0.16 
0.23 

0.3 
0.4 
0.5 

AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEHPTEO 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5031 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


1894875 
288245 
28121 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141409 
69241 
185459 


551057 
721587 
751856 
165401 


778497 
978591 
616726 


417681 
1184767 
771656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768114 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.17 
0.11 
0.24 
0.09 
0.14 
0.16 


0.16 
0.17 
0.21 


0.20 
0.16 
0.19 
0.  14 


0.11 
0.28 
0.07 


0.16 
0.18 
0.15 


0.08 
0.14 
0.27 


0.21 
0.19 
0.13 
0.09 


SAMPLE 
N 


1949 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.1 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.1 
0.5 
0.2 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.1 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.1 


879 
1070 


118 
889 
697 


1197 
224 
65 
152 


25 


1191 
127 
411 


447 
609 
556 
117 


467 
1249 
212 


194 
1090 
465 


222 
821 
782 


781 
474 
426 
260 


WE1CHTE0 
N 


420009 


181791 
216216 


56597 
206948 
147599 


146208 
42486 
7112 
10669 
8511 
4801 


160743 
1467B 
44589 


10009S 
136916 
121175 
61803 


100961 
261511 
55505 


72158 
221562 
124089 


45916 
176988 
174517 


17*228 
10029* 
88452 
56789 


NEAN 


2.61 


2.47 
2.72 


2.96 
2.52 
2.84 


2.70 
2.10 
2.80 
2.  10 
2.49 
2.15 


2.62 
2.67 
2.51 


2.56 
2.75 
2.42 
2.76 


2.11 
2.82 
2.20 


2.97 
2.59 
2.79 


1.89 
2.19 
1.05 


1.  26 
2.60 
2.04 
1.58 


5.0. 


1.0 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 
1.1 

1.0 

1.1 


1.1 

0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0-9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-72 


FUNCTIONAL  CHEMISTRY 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

6ASE  YEAR  SESs 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


0.07 


0.07 
0.06 


0.03 
0.07 
0.09 


0.2 


0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


822 


412 
410 


111 
388 
303 


171183 


85952 
85231 


18667 
8640? 
61197 


2.42 


2.37 
2.48 


2.34 
2.40 
2.46 


1.0 


1.0 
1.1 


1.1 

uo 
uo 


RACES 
WHI TE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHER.  I NO IAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUMS 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


0.07 
0.04 
0.14 
0.04 
0.04 
0.03 


0.06 
0.05 
0.13 


0.10 
0.07 
0.04 
0.05 


0.04 
0.12 
0.02 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.3 
0.1 


603 
93 
34 
46 
36 
10 


513 
38 
271 


298 
244 
162 
118 


180 
573 
69 


144918 
14484 
4146 
4548 
2342 
746 


142284 
3764 
25136 


59513 
56320 
34915 
20435 


36807 
118610 
15766 


2.43 
2.32 
2.64 
2.27 
2.  34 
2.50 


2.42 
2.26 
2.48 


2.24 
2.67 
2.39 
2.34 


2.22 
2.53 
2.13 


1.0 
1.1 
UO 
1.2 
1.0 
0.7 


1.0 
1.0 
UO 


1.1 
0.9 
UO 
UO 


UO 
UO 
0.9 


COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES* 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


0.04 
0.08 
0.06 


0.02 
0.06 
O.U 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 


142 
516 
164 


61 
348 
373 


19836 
102917 
48429 


11436 
75464 
77460 


2.14 
2.39 
2.62 


1.92 
2.21 
2.71 


UO 
UO 
0.9 


Ul 

uo 
uo 


GRAOE  S  2 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.10 
0.08 
0.05 
0.03 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


371 
195 

;25  l" 


75209 
42931 
37807 
14419 


3.02 
2.23 
U85 
1.40 


0*8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.7 
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APPENDIX  D-73 
CHEMISTRY  I 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR 
LOU 

MiOOLE 
HIGH 


SESt 


RACE: 
WHITE 
SLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  1NOIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEM1C 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  8  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5X50 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 
MEAN 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
3C5603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.25 


0.26 
0.25 


0.13 
0.23 
0.40 


0.27 
0.16 
0.41 
0.14 
0.15 
0.17 


0.24 
0.34 
0.38 


0.32 
0.26 
0.22 
0.20 


0.13 
0.47 
0.06 


0.23 
0.27 
0.23 


0.05 
0.19 
0.51 


0.44 
0.28 
0.14 
0.07 


S.O. 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.3 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.2 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.2 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.3 
0.2 


SAMPLE 
N 


3093 


1585 
1508 


429 
1320 
1283 


2221 
358 
124 
233 
133 
24 


2071 
288 
734 


834 
863 
957 
439 


510 
2381 
202 


670 
1677 
746 


142 
1165 
1616 


1590 
764 
509 
223 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


616706 

2.50 

ii 
t .  t 

308621 

2.43 

1.1 

308085 

2.57 

1.  0 

71318 

2.30 

1.  1 

286093 

2.42 

1.1 

249606 

2.64 

1.0 

523484 

2.57 

1.0 

51704 

2.03 

1.1 

11435 

2.70 

1.0 

16545 

1.99 

1.2 

8890 

2.14 

LI 

4648 

1.67 

1.2 

521703 

2.49 

1.1 

24828 

2.  59 

1.0 

70175 

2.53 

0.9 

173923 

2.50 

1.1 

184514 

2*58 

uo 

179879 

2.44 

1.1 

78390 

2.44 

1.0 

111083 

2.24 

1.2 

45841 1 

2.62 

1.0 

47213 

1.92 

1.1 

107542 

2.31 

1.1 

325595 

2.49 

1.0 

183570 

2.62 

1.1 

24916 

1.81 

1.0 

222634 

2.14 

1.0 

338115 

2.81 

1.0 

326915 

3.  06 

0.8 

151266 

2.14 

0.9 

93297 

1.72 

0.9 

44251 

1.2! 

0.8 

626 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  D-74 


CHEMISTRY  ADVANCED 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


11080 


2396103 


0.04 


0.2 


472 


96452 


2.80 


1.0 


SEX  2 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESs 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIOOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

HEX.-AHER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AHER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM? 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACAOEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 


0.04 
0.04 


0.01 
0.03 
0.08 


0.04 
0.02 
0.07 
0.01 
0.03 
0.02 


0.04 
0.07 
0.06 


0.07 
0.04 
0.02 
0.03 


0.01 
0.08 
0.01 


0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.3 
0.1 


283 
189 


44 
182 
240 


357 
39 
24 
19 
26 
7 


301 
67 
104 


182 
126 
115 
49 


56 
402 
14 


54755 
41697 


7169 
39540 
49025 


83033 
6604 
2218 
1579 
2004 
1013 


78363 
5926 
12163 


41567 
26949 
18222 
9714 


10122 
83020 
3310 


2.  64 
3.00 


7.74 
2.65 
2.92 


2.85 
2.20 
2.90 
2.04 
2.79 
3.07 


2.8? 
2.88 
2.63 


2.82 
3.01 
2.69 
2.33 


2.36 
2.88 
2.00 


1.1 
0.9 


0.9 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
0.9 
1.0 
1.2 
0.7 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


I.I 
1.0 
1.2 


COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

GAAOESs 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  AND  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


437661 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.05 
0.04 
0.02 


0.01 
0.02 
0.09 


0.08 
0.04 
0.02 
0.01 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


111 
272 
89 


10 
110 
301 


297 
95 
55 
24 


21668 
54402 
20381 


2451 
23761 
62287 


58516 
21903 
10614 
5405 


2.46 
2.86 
2.98 


2.96 
2.51 
2.95 


3.21 
2.44 
1.81 
1.68 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


0.7 
1.1 
1.0 


0.8 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


627 
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TOTAL 

SEXi 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

HIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE : 
WHITE 
SLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  +  PUERTO  fUCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  I  NO I AN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
.  URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES* 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  8  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5400 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


APPENDIX  D-75 
FUNCTIONAL  PHYSICS 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 

$•0. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55U6 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


77B497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 
0.03 


0.04 
0.02 


0.01 
0.03 
0.05 


0.04 
0*01 
0.06 
0.01 
0.01 
0.00 


0.03 
0.02 
0.05 


0.04 
0.05 
0.02 
0.02 


0.02 
0.06 
0.01 


0.02 
0.04 
0.03 


0.00 
0.02 
0.06 


0.05 
0.03 
0.02 
0.01 


SAMPLE 
N 


0.2 


0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0-1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


399 


269 
130 


37 
171 
185 


324 
28 
22 
14 
9 
2 


264 
41 
94 


97 
179 
69 
54 


61 
309 
29 


65 
249 
85 


13 
132 
239 


205 
97 
70 
27 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


78024 


50841 
27183 


5615 
38949 
33025 


71513 
3223 
2102 
815 
345 
26 


68006 
1255 
8764 


19793 
35010 
14581 
8640 


14290 
58757 
4976 


8349 
44562 
25112 


2621 
28083 
43945 


41652 
17597 
13283 
5492 


MEAN 


2.69 


2.6? 
2.81 


2.36 
2.65 
2.81 


2.71 
2.38 
2.89 
1.74 
2.45 
2.89 


2.71 
2.49 
2.58 


2.45 
2.76 
2.90 
2.59 


2.27 
2.84 
2.15 


2.13 
2.63 
2.98 


2.47 
2.35 
2.91 


3.18 
2.33 
2.18 
1.32 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.1 
0.8 
0.6 
0.6 
0.3 


1.0 
1.3 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
1.3 


1*0 
0.9 
0.9 


1.2 
1.0 
0.7 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 

0.6  » 


628 
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APPENDIX  D-76 
PHYSICS  I 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEXt 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESt 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIDDLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  286245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

HEX.-AHER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.  INDIAN  +  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPE l 

PUBLIC  B400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACAOEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

UR8AN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

M1D0LE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  ANO  8  3624  768314 

MOSTLY  8  2432  521857 

HALF  B  ANO  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OK  BELOW  2110  476062 


0.12 


0.16 
O.OB 


0.04 
0.10 
0.22 


0.13 
0.05 
0.28 
0.05 
0.07 
0.06 


0.11 
0.23 
0.18 


0.20 
0.12 
0.07 
0.10 


0.04 
0.25 
0.02 


0.12 
0.13 
0.10 


0.01 
0.07 
0.29 


0.24 
0.12 
0.05 
0.03 


0.3 


0.4 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.4 


0.4 
0.2 
0.5 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.4 
0.1 


0.3 
0.4 
0.3 


0.1 
0.3 
0.5 


0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


1450 


947 
503 


152 
585 
689 


1103 
136 
73 
74 
54 
10 


917 
195 
338 


525 
374 
343 
208 


161 
1228 
60 


329 
798 
323 


34 
390 
946 

889 
306 
176 
75 


291687 


185963 
105724 


24698 
127912 
134755 


256130 
16774 
7452 
5318 
4161 
1851 


242603 
16425 
32659 


107568 
84046 
59735 
40337 


36404 
241347 
13532 


54570 
158048 
79069 


6691 
77160 
193098 


177635 
62591 
34396 
16771 


2.70 


2.63 
2.83 


2.45 
2.61 
2.83 


2.74 
2.4? 
2.73 
2.53 
2.47 
1.61 


2.73 
2.58 
2.61 


2.60 
2.81 
2.66 
2.84 


2.45 
2.79 
2.01 


2.49 
2.68 
2.90 


1.97 
2.38 
2.90 


3.13 
2.32 
1.84 
1.38 


UO 


1.1 
1.0 


1.2 
UK 
1.0 


1.0 
UO 
Ul 

u? 

UO 
1.2 


UO 
UO 
UO 


UO 
UO 
Ul 
Ul 


U2 
UO 
UO 


Ul 
UO 
UO 


uo 

UO 
UO 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
UO 
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APPENDIX  D-77 


PHYSICS  AOVANCEO 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  CRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTFO 


TOTAL 

SEXf 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESJ 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACEf 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
HEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INDIAN  »  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOHUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOU 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  8  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
24  32 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.01 


0.02 
0.01 


0.01 
0.01 
0.03 


0.02 
0.01 
0.05 
0.01 
0.01 
0.00 


0.01 
0.03 
0.02 


0.03 
0.01 
0.01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.03 
0.00 


0.02 
0.02 
0.01 


0.00 
0.00 
0.04 


0.03 
0.02 
0.00 
0.00 


5.0. 


0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


SAMPLE 
N 


190 


140 
50 


20 
66 
100 


140 
15 
21 
7 
6 
1 


109 
47 
34 


53 
67 
44 
26 


14 
173 
3 


42 
117 
31 


5 
31 
147 


124 
47 

5 


WEIGHTED 
N 


35687 


24505 
11182 


3358 
15333 
15996 


29782 
2830 
1644 
733 
697 
2 


29123 
2616 
3947 


12015 
12142 
6272 
5259 


4506 
30086 
1094 


8227 
19296 
8163 


1466 
6038 
27026 


22357 
9832 
2390 
1108 


MEAN 


2.94 


2.88 
3.08 


2.02 
2.96 
3.18 


3.07 
1.63 
2.80 
2.58 
3.55 
2.00 


2.91 
3.31 
2.93 


2.96 
3.04 
2.54 
3.19 


2.57' 

3.01 

2.56 


3.08 
2.98 
2.73 


2.49 
2.55 
3.07 


3.10 
2.90 
2.46 
1.23 


S.O. 


0.9 


0.9 
1.0 


1.3 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
1.3 
1.0 
1.3 
0.7 
0.0 


0.9 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
1.4 
0.7 


1.2 
0.9 
0.4 


0.6 
0.7 
1.3 


1.5 
1.3 
0.7 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
1*1 


%  ■•  ■  ■ 
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APPENDIX  D-78 


SAMPLE 
N 


SOCIAL  STUOIES  TOTAL 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


AVERAGE  GRADE   IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEXl 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 

LOU  2555  498104 

MIDDLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACE  I 

WHITE  7490  1894075 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AMER  +  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.   INDIAN  »  OTHER                      165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  18  5459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION t 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  curriculum: 

GENFRAL  3426  778497 

ACAl  :MIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIOOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B                 3624  768314 

MOSTLY  B  2432  521857 

HALF  B  AND  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110  476062 


3.19 


3.17 
3.20 


3.12 
3.20 
3.25 


3.22 
3.07 
3.02 
3.06 
3.10 
3.16 


3.15 
3.19 
3.58 


3.43 
3.20 
3.07 
3.02 


3.19 
3.32 
2.98 


3.10 
3.24 
3.16 


2.99 
3.23 
3.29 


3.25 
3.2B 
3.17 
3.01 


1.0 


1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.2 
1.0 
0.8 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


11058 


5470 
5588 


2545 
5143 
2989 


7480 
1545 
263 
1115 
470 
165 


8378 
625 
2055 


2581 
3149 
3320 
2008 


3420 
5027 
2603 


2374 
5739 
2945 


2065 
5093 
3221 


3613 
2429 
2849 
2107 


2392815 


1162310 
1230505 


496549 
1198098 
621852 


1893051 
287212 
28321 
103193 
55116 
25921 


2138115 
69241 
185459 


551788 
723312 
752468 
365246 


777267 
977990 
635269 


437056 
1183248 
772511 


445500 
1120043 
672271 


766670 
521194 
645963 
475776 


2.42 


2.30 
2.54 


2.14 
2.41 
2.75 


2.51 
2.01 
2.80 
2.10 
2.11 
2.16 


2.40 
2.63 
2.62 


2.40 
2.46 
2.36 
2.52 


2.18 
2.86 
2.05 


2.27 
2.46 
2.44 


1.78 
2.31 
3.08 


3.21 
2.54 
2.01 
1.56 


0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
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APPENDIX  D-79 


FUNCTIONAL  SOCIAL  SCIENCES 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUM8ER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WEICHTEO 

N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


AVERAGE  CRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 

N 


WEICHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEX! 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESt 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIDDLE  5150  1198970 

HICH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AMER  •  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AHER.  INOIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACADEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPE; 

URBAN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIDDLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  A  NO  B  3624  76B314 

MOSTLY  B  2432  521857 

HALF  B  AND  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110  476062 


0.02 


0.02 
0.02 


0.03 
0.02 
0.02 


0.02 
0.02 
0.02 
0.02 
0.03 
0.02 


0.02 
0.00 
0.01 


0.02 
0.03 
0.01 
0.01 


0.02 
0.01 
0.03 


0.01 
0.02 
0.02 


0.04 
0.01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.02 
0.02 
0.03 


0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


632 


242 


123 
119 


81 
104 
45 


156 
27 

7 
29 
19 

4 


208 
1 
33 


80 
91 
38 
33 


75 
89 
78 


48 
133 
61 


86 
94 
37 


54 
53 
65 
68 


56982 


31826 
25156 


17584 
24046 
13170 


45854 
4932 

475 
2867 
2052 

802 


54650 
4 

2328 


13805 
26926 
11504 
4747 


19108 
18441 
19433 


6847 
29866 
20268 


18454 

22132 
9234 


13826 
11295 
15127 
16270 


2.50 


2.37 
2.65 


2.19 
2.  50 
3.00 


2.60 
U97 
3.81 
2.31 
U35 
2.37 


2.47 
.  .00 
3. OB 


2.44 
2.55 
2.41 
2.56 


2.23 
3.  07 
2.22 


2.32 
2.53 
2.50 


2.02 
2.63 
3.75 


3.21 
2.  74 
2.40 
1.80 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.8 


1.0 
0.9 

0.  4 

1.  ? 
0.8 
0.6 


1.0 
0.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
I.I 


LI 
1.0 
1.0 


0.8 
1.0 
0.8 


0.7 
0.9 
f  .0 
0.9 
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APPENDIX  D-80 
SOCIAL  STUDIES*  VOCATIONAL  APPLICATIONS 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


TOTAL 

SEXS 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  +  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INOIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TVPEC 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOMUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBUAQAN 
RURAL 


BASE  YEAR  TEST 
LOW 

NIODLE 
HIGH 


SCORES: 


GRADES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  AND  8 
MUSTLY  8 
HAIF  8  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
5218  57 
616658 
476062 


MEAN* 


0.06 


0.06 
0.06 


0.05 
0.06 
0.06 


0.06 
0.04 
0.04 
0.03 
0.06 
0.04 


0.06 
0.02 
0.09 


0.06 
0.08 
0.04 
0.04 


0.06 
0.06 
0.06 


0.05 
0.06 
0.05 


0.05 
0.06 
0.06 


0.05 
0.07 
0.06 
0.05 


S.O. 


0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


SAMPLE 
N 


982 


507 
475 


190 
504 
258 


705 
123 
16 
71 
54 
13 


687 
8 

287 


228 
374 
222 
158 


322 
425 
235 


186 
584 
212 


164 

521 
250 


267 
240 
286 
183 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


210167 


102244 
107923 


39395 
114323 
52360 


174367 
20039 
2281 
6487 
5139 
1855 


185628 
1356 
23183 


40901 
92309 
51208 
25748 


69705 
78617 
61844 


38182 
112254 
59731 


35765 
108547 
54940 


58915 
52514 
59501 
37562 


MEAN 
2.46 


2.43 
2.48 


2.28 
2.48 
2.58 


2.53 
2.05 
2.62 
2.09 
2.40 
1.88 


2.46 
3.26 
2.38 


2.30 
2.57 
2.30 
2.63 


2.21 
2.82 
2.27 


2.26 
2.45 
2.60 


1.87 
3.12 


3.24 
2.59 
?.IB 
1.53 


S.O. 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.2 
1.0 
1.2 
0.9 
1.0 


UO 
0.4 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 

0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
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APPENDIX  D-81 
REGULAR  HISTORY 

NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SESs 


TOTAL 

SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HICH 


RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RJCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  INDIAN  «■  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
W£ST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPEs 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES! 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES* 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  B  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


1.39 


1.39 
1.38 


1.39 
1.38 
1.40 


1.37 
1.42 
1.34 
1.55 
1.46 
1.47 


1.36 
1.63 
1.53 


1.26 
1.39 
1.49 
1.35 


1.39 
U42 
1.33 


1.43 
1.35 
1.42 


1.35 
1.38 
1.41 


1.37 
1.39 
1.43 
1.34 


S.O. 


0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.0 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
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SAMPLE 
N 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 

MEAN  S.O. 


WEIGHTED 
N 


9990 


4961 
5029 


2345 
4626 
2680 


6684 
1434 
242 
1064 
411 
155 


7623 
617 
1750 


2003 
2958 
3133 
1896 


3156 
4501 
2327 


2152 
5101 
2737 


1886 
4615 
2863 


3170 
2174 
2649 
1943 


2150498 


1045416 
1105082 


453388 
1077018 
553229 


1684841 
267892 
26039 
97394 
50705 
23627 


1924282 
68457 
157759 


426072 
673215 
708160 
343051 


714218 
870955 
563860 


404486 
1037721 
708291 


403704 
1014145 
592525 


668576 
469692 
567512 
432924 


2.37 


2.28 
2.46 


2.10 
2.35 
2.70 


2.46 
1.97 
2.71 
2.09 
2.06 
2.24 


2.34 
2.55 
2.61 


2.35 
2.39 
2.  30 
2.50 


2.13 
2.82 
1.99 


2.21 
2.41 
?«40 


1.74 
2.24 
3.05 


3.19 
?.5t 
1.95 
1.52 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 

1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  D-82 


SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  OTHER  REGULAR 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 

SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES* 
LOW 

NIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
NEX.-ANER  ♦  PUERTO  R1CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM* 
GENERAL 
ACAOEM1C 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


BASE  YEAR  TEST 
LOW 

NIOOLE 
HIGH 


SCORES: 


GRAOES: 
MOSTLY 


AS  HALF  A  AND  B 


MOSTLY  8 
HALF  8  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2654 
2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25?21 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


77B497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


1.66 


1.64 
1.68 


1.61 
1.66 
1.67 


1.69 
2.56 
1.47 
1.42 
1.51 
1.59 


1.65 
1.41 
1.85 


1.98 
1.64 
1.49 
1.55 


1.69 
1.71 
1.54 


1.53 
1.73 
1.62 


1.53 
1.73 
1.67 


1.69 
1.73 
1.63 
1.56 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


t.O 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.3 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.1 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


63; 


10350 


5113 
5237 


2384 
4844 
2778 


6992 
1466 
242 
1057 
438 
155 


7894 
526 
1930 


2297 
2983 
3127 
1943 


3258 
4667 
2417 


2189 
5367 
2794 


1922 
4857 
295? 


3345 
2287 
2696 
1968 


2265255 


1098370 
1166885 


471428 
1136446 
587531 


1792872 
271392 
26466 
97865 
51538 
25122 


2028290 
62200 
174765 


500607 
691623 
717692 
355333 


744357 
921054 
597554 


407006 
11 19977 
738272 


417781 
1073465 
627967 


722108 
498334 
585406 
447244 


2.47 


2.33 
2.61 


2.17 
2.47 
2.77 


2.56 
2.06 
2.83 
2.10 
2.20 
2.12 


2.45 
2.75 
2.64 


2.43 
2.53 
2.41 
2.54 


2.23 
2.90 
2.11 


2.32 
2.51 
2.49 


1.83 
2.37 
3.12 


3.25 
2.60 
2.06 
1.62 


1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0*9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  D-83 


SOCIAL  STUOIES.  AOVANCEO  PLACEMENT  ANO  HONORS 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOU 

MI  DOLE 
HICH 

RACES 
WHITE 
SLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHER.  INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

CEOCRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GFNERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


BASE  YEAR 
LOU 
MIOOLE 
HICH 


TEST  SCORES: 


GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  B 

MOSTLY  8 

HALF  8  ANO  C 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521B57 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.07 


0.06 
0.07 


0.04 
0.06 
0.11 


0.07 
0.04 
0.15 
0.04 
0.05 
0.04 


0.06 
0.13 
0.11 


0.11 
0.06 
0.04 
0.08 


0.04 
0.12 
0.03 


0.08 
0.07 
0.05 


0.02 
0.04 
0.14 


0.12 
0.06 
0.03 
0.03 


S.O. 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.2 
0.4 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.4 
0.2 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


SAMPLE 
N 


75' 


387 
367 


102 
289 
343 


572 
73 
35 
42 
27 
5 


510 
89 
155 


224 
217 
168 
145 


122 
549 
83 


206 
410 
138 


45 

229 
427 


413 
157 
110 
72 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


164846 


77155 
87691 


21104 
74455 
66173 


141350 
10824 
3434 
4122 
3513 
1604 


142178 
7022 
15646 


55693 
47477 
30917 
30759 


31667 
109890 
23289 


40059 
81225 
43562 


11647 
55503 
85881 


84863 
34814 
26765 
17946 


MEAN 


2-72 


2.61 
2.82 


2.39 
2.57 
3.05 


2.76 
2.23 
3.49 
2.43 
2.84 
1.15 


2.68 
3.08 
2.93 


2.87 
2.60 
2.62 
2.76 


2.41 
2.98 
1.94 


2.5? 
2.84 
2.69 


1.66 
2.34 
3.11 


3.23 
2.58 
2.03 
1.66 


S.O. 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
0.8 


1.0 
1.2 
0.6 
1.1 
0.9 
0.7 


1.0 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 

LI 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


0.8 
1.0 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


636 
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APPENDIX  D-84 


FOREIGN  LANGUAGES  TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


MEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


MEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.D« 


TOTAL  11O0O  2396103 
SEX: 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 

LOU  2555  490104 

MIDDLE  5150  1190970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACE  I 

WHITE  7490  1094075 

BLACK  1574  200245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  20321 

EX. -AH Eft  *  PUERTO  RICAN  1110  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PU0L1C  0400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  105459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST  2505  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723507 

SOUTH  3329  753056 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOMUP  CURRICULUM s 

GENERAL  3426  770497 

ACAOEMIC  5033  970591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  2304  437601 

SUBUR0AN  5744  1104767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

tOM  2076  446554 

MI DOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  ANO  B  3624  760314 

MOSTLY  B  2432  521 B 57 

HALF  B  AND  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110  476062 


1.08 


0.88 
1.27 


0.61 
0.99 
1.68 


1.14 
0.68 
1.96 
1*04 
1.03 
0.68 


0.96 
1.92 
2.15 


1.73 
0.87 
0.76 
1.14 


0.62 
1.87 
0.44 


LIS 
1.27 
0-76 


0.36 
0.90 
L8B 


1.58 
U24 
0.79 
0.48 


1.3 


U2 
1.4 


1.0 
1.3 
1.5 


1.3 
1.0 
1.5 
1.2 
1.4 
1.1 


1.2 
1.8 
1.3 


1.6 
1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.0 
1.4 
0.8 


1.3 
1.4 
1.2 


0.0 
1.2 
1.4 


1.5 
1.4 
1.1 
0.9 


637 


6680 


2903 
3697 


1176 
2957 
2372 


4495 
029 
221 
737 
337 
61 


4371 
509 
1000 


1954 
1639 
1760 
1327 


1503 
4162 
934 


1556 
3047 
1277 


700 
2925 
2640 


2644 
1620 
1513 
073 


1270392 


529903 
740409 


101295 
607072 
452651 


1030694 
122306 
22395 
59292 
26279 
9426 


1063725 
46793 
159075 


302375 
335690 
331013 
220507 


306765 
766624 
196933 


253079 
704630 
311004 


119106 
554506 
520907 


5154  03 
307760 
204B2O 
15B049 


2.51 


2.31 
2.65 


2.31 
2.40 
2.65 


2.56 
2.02 
2.95 
2.50 
2.54 
1.91 


2.50 
2.65 
2.56 


2.4B 
2.53 
2.47 
2.60 


2.13 
2.77 
2.07 


2.31 
2.52 
2.66 


1.67 
2.24 
2.98 


3.22 
2.40 
1.92 
1.50 


1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
0.9 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


O.B 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  D-85 


TOTAL 

SfXl 
MALI 
FINALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESi 
LOW 

NI00L8 
MICH 

races 

WHITE 
BUCK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
NEX.-ANER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMIR.  INOJAM  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
f  PUBLIC 
r  PRIVATE 
I  CATHOLIC 


BIOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
i  NORTHEAST 
f      NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 

wist 

pollovup  curriculum* 

GENERAL 

ACADEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

^COMMUNITY  TVPEl 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

NIOOLE 
t  HIGH 

GBAOCSs 

f  MOSTLY  As  HALF  A  AND  B 
;     MOSTLY  B 

HALF  B  A  NO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


11060 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


ENGLISH  AS  A  SECOND  LANGUAGE 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 

MEAN  S.O. 


WEIGHTED 
N 


  AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.00 


0.00 
0.00 


0.01 
0.00 
0.00 


0.00 
0.00 
0.09 
0.03 
0.01 
0.01 


0.00 

0.0 

0.00 


0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.01 


0.00 

o.co 

0.00 


0.01 
0.40 
0*00 


0.01 
0.00 
0.00 


0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 


0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.5 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


638 


SAMPLE 
N 


54 


WEIGHTED 
N 


5689 


26 
28 


31 
12 
3 


8 
3 
13 
23 
5 
2 


53 
0 
1 


16 
4 
14 

20 


18 
19 
17 


32 
20 
2 


21 

21 
2 


14 
9 
19 
12 


3934 
1756 


2873 
1960 
561 


2193 
115 
1259 
1321 
477 
325 


5682 
8 


1075 
1247 
1237 
2131 


2121 
2016 
1551 


2327 
3068 
295 


1620 
2969 
574 


1498 
737 
1685 
1769 


MEAN 
2.47 


2.51 
2.38 


2.68 
2.28 
2.24 


2.18 
0.99 
3.20 
2.37 
2.39 
2.55 


2.47 
3.30 


2.76 
2.51 
2.49 
2.28 


2.75 
2.88 
1.54 


1.87 
2.87 
3.00 


2.48 
2.20 
3.48 


2.98 
2.69 
2.79 
1.63 


S.D. 
1.1 


1.2 
0.8 


0.9 
1.3 
0.5 


1.3 
1.0 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 
0.5 


1.1 
0.0 


1.0 
0.5 
1.0 
1.4 


0.6 
0.8 
1.3 


1.3 
0.7 
0.0 


0.9 
1.2 
0.3 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
LI 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  D-86 


SAMPLE 
N 


FIRST  YEAR  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSE 0 


WEIGH TEC 
N 


MEAN 


S.  O. 


SAMPLE 
N 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 

MEAN  S.O. 


WEIGHTED 
N 


TOTAL  I 1080  2396103 
SEXS 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESt 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIOOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1S74  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.  INOIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACAOEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIOOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  B  3624  768314 

MOSTLY  B  2432  521857 

HALF  B  ANO  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110  476062 


0.51 


0.43 
0.58 


0.33 
0.48 
0.71 


0.52 
0.39 
0.83 
0.49 
0.48 
0.32 


0.46 
0.68 
0.94 


0.67 
0.43 
0.42 
0.57 


0.35 
0.79 
0.26 


0.54 
0.56 
0.40 


0.23 
0.47 
0.76 


0.66 
0.58 
0.42 
0.28 


0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


5985 


2675 
3310 


1030 
2708 
2093 


4063 
771 
193 
607 
280 
51 


3865 
421 
1699 


1715 
1512 
1571 
1187 


1436 
3719 
829 


1328 
3457 
1200 


651 
2669 
2312 


2316 
1494 
1358 
796 


1143006 


477911 
665096 


162059 
553383 
401146 


929301 
114387 
19694 
48520 
23545 
7559 


949110 
38519 
155377 


325704 
307716 
310722 
198864 


283403 
684427 
175106 


219602 
628582 
294822 


112147 
510708 
455618 


455976 
283073 
253677 
146246 


2.59 


2.39 
2.74 


2.35 
2.58 
2.73 


2.65 
2.10 
3.05 
2.55 
2.64 
2.20 


2.58 
2.73 
2.66 


2.60 
2.61 
2.54 
2.65 


2.16 
2.89 
2.12 


2.41 
2.59 
2.73 


1.93 
2.31 
3.10 


3.29 
2.5? 
2.00 
1.61 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
l.l 


1.1 
1.2 
1.0 
1.2 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.1 


1.1 
1*0 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
0.9 


0.8 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


639 
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APPENDIX  D-87 
SECOND  YEAR  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 

NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D, 


TOTAL 

SEXI 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  *  PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHER.   INDIAN  »  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE! 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOW UP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
.  MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


MIL-.. 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 

3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
26321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365*03 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672410 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.34 


0.28 
0.39 


0.16 
0.32 
0.54 


0.36 
0.20 
0.50 
0.27 
0.29 
0.24 


0.30 
0.56 
0.77 


0.58 
0.27 
0.23 
0.35 


0.17 
0.62 
0  M 


0.36 
0.40 
0.23 


0.D9 
0.28 
0.62 


D.50 
0.41 
0.24 
0.14 


0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.4 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.6 
0.3 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.3 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


4372 


1962 
2410 


584 
1912 
1789 


3132 
492 
156 
367 
194 
31 


2511 
435 
1426 


1560 
1008 
1034 
770 


7** 
3249 
379 


1051 
2620 
701 


268 
1783 
2081 


1954 
11)5 
846 
426 


794205 


328410 
465795 


82525 
378228 
319617 


667021 
61518 
15625 
29018 
15164 
5859 


626892 
35124 
132189 


304031 
189769 
171224 
129180 


135067 
585057 
73211 


162606 
458207 
173392 


41210 
312372 
395473 


368677 
204278 
146619 
71176 


2.65 


2.43 
2.81 


2.51 
2.65 
2.71 


2.70 
2.18 
2.95 
2.59 
2.70 
1.95 


2.66 
2.71 
2.62 


2.59 
2.74 
2.58 
2.78 


2.29 
2.79 
2.21 


2.43 
2.66 
2.85 


2.04 
2.  36 
2.98 


3.?5 
2.48 
1.94 
1.57 
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I.I 


I. I 

1.0 


1.2 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.2 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
0.9 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 

uo 

1.0 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
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THIRD  YEAR  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


MEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O« 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEXt 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESi 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIOOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACES 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

BLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

MEX.-AMER  +  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.  I NOIAN  ♦  OTHER                      165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM 2 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACAOEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

URBAN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  VL   t  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIOOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 

GRADES s 

MOSTLY  At  HALF  A  AND  B                 3624  768314 

MOSTLY  B  2432  521857 

HALF  8  ANO  C  2854  616658 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110  476062 


0.14 


0.11 
0.18 


0.06 
0.12 
0.27 


0.16 
0.06 
0.  32 
0.12 
0.12 
0.07 


0.12 
0.35 
0.31 


0.30 
0.11 
0.07 
0.13 


0.06 
0.29 
0.03 


0.14 
0.19 
0.08 


0.02 
0.09 
0.31 


0.25 
0.16 
0.08 
0.04 


0.4 


0.3 
0.4 


0.2 
0.3 
0.5 


0.4 
0.2 
0.5 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.5 
0.2 


0.3 
0.4 
0.3 


0.1 
0.3 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.3 
0.2 


1967 


840 
1127 


235 
719 
980 


1432 
178 
88 
163 
96 
10 


1043 
325 
599 


791 
465 
379 
332 


258 
1590 
119 


448 
1263 
256 


82 
637 
1125 


1009 
496 
312 
147 


343710 


124071 
219638 


30195 
142670 
165640 


295843 
18068 
8620 
12642 
6634 
1903 


263578 
24664 
55468 


159976 
80920 
53366 
49448 


47446 
273636 
22628 


64793 
215411 
63506 


10192 
104671 
205650 


186140 
84515 
50307 
22365 


2.84 


2.67 
2.94 


2.59 
2.78 
2.95 


2.89 
2.26 
3.18 
2.55 
2.  85 
1.35 


2.86 
2.53 
2.90 


2.76 
2.95 
2.83 
2.91 


2.50 
2.94 
2.29 


2.  53 
2.87 
3.06 


2.08 
2.53 
3.07 


3.36 
2.49 
2.08 
1.55 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.3 
1.1 
0.9 


1.0 
1.2 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


UO 
1.0 
0.9 


LI 
1.0 
1.1 
0.9 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.2 
0.9 
UO 


1.1 
1.0 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
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FOURTH  YEAR  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  6RA0E  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080 
SEX* 

MALE  5480 

FEMALE  5600 

8ASE  YEAR  SES: 

LOW  2555 

MIOOLE  5150 

HIGH  2992 

RACES 

WHITE  7490 

SLACK  1574 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263 

MEX.-AMEK  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470 

AMER.  INOIAN  ♦  OTHER  165 

school  type j 

PU8LIC  8400 

PRIVATE  625 

CATHOLIC  2055 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156 

SOUTH  3329 

WEST  2010 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426 

ACADEMIC  5033 

VOCATIONAL  2613 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  2384 

SU8UR8AN  5744 

RURAL  2952 

8ASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076 

MIOOLE  5099 

HIGH  3222 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  ANO  8  3624 

MOSTLY  8  2432 

HALF  8  ANO  C  2854 

MOSTLY  C  OR  8EL0W  2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.06 


0.04 
0.07 


0.02 
0.04 
0.11 


0.06 
0.01 
0.10 
0.04 
0.05 
0.03 


0.05 
0.20 
0.10 


0.11 
0.05 
0.03 
0.05 


0.02 
0.12 
0.01 


0.05 
0.08 
0.03 


0.01 
0.03 
0.14 


0.11 
0.06 
0.02 
0.01 


0.2 


0.2 
0.3 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.4 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.3 
0.1 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.4 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
O.t 


768 


307 
461 


85 
226 
445 


596 
37 
31 
61 
40 
3 


385 
199 
184 


271 
217 
161 
119 


80 
649 
39 


156 
525 
87 


27 
182 
519 


465 
196 
76 
31 


132447 


43956 
88491 


10170 
49552 
71065 


118038 
3672 
2862 
4408 
2784 
683 


99510 
13733 
19204 


59037 
35160 
18894 
19357 


14102 
109249 
9096 


22526 
88416 
21505 


4594 
31553 
89191 


83638 
31463 
12669 
4677 


3.09 


2.94 
3.16 


2.86 
3.05 
3.14 


3.12 
2.53 
3.14 
2.63 
3.19 
1.86 


3.10 
2.96 
3.10 


2.9B 
3.08 
3.  19 
3.32 


2.97 
3.17 
2.24 


2.85 
3.13 
3.17 


2.06 
2.81 
3.23 


3.  43 
2.67 
2.30 
1.82 


0.9 


0.9 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
O.B 


0.9 
1.1 
1.2 
1.2 
0.9 
1.2 


1.0 
0.7 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
1.3 


1.1 
0.9 
1.0 


1.2 
1.0 
0.9 


O.B 
0.8 
1.0 
1.0 
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FIFTH  VEAR/AP  FOREIGN  LANGUAGE 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080  2396103 
SEX: 

MALE  5480  1163562 

FEMALE  5600  1232541 

BASE  YEAR  SESs 

LOW  2555  498104 

MIOOLE  5150  1198970 

HIGH  2992  622296 

RACE* 

WHITE  7490  1894875 

SLACK  1574  288245 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263  28321 

NEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118  103624 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470  55116 

AMER.   INOIAN  ♦  OTHER  165  25921 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 

PU8LIC  8400  2141403 

PRIVATE  625  69241 

CATHOLIC  2055  185459 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST  2385  553057 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156  723587 

SOUTH  3329  753856 

WEST  2010  365603 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426  778497 

ACAOEMIC  5033  978591 

VOCATIONAL  2613  636726 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 

UR8AN  2384  437681 

SUBURBAN  5744  1184767 

RURAL  2952  773656 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076  446554 

MIOOLE  5099  1121404 

HIGH  3222  672418 


0.02 


0.01 
0.02 


0.01 
0.01 
0.03 


0.02 
0.01 
0.03 
0.03 
0.01 
0.02 


0.01 
0.12 
0.01 


0.05 
0.01 
0.01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.03 
0.01 


0.01 
0.02 
0.01 


0.00 
0.01 
0.04 


0.2 


0.  1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.5 
0.1 


0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.2 


184 


88 
96 


17 
51 
114 


142 
10 

8 
11 
11 

2 


93 
64 
27 


88 
39 
31 
26 


21 
155 
8 


36 
121 
27 


4 
36 
123 


33459 


11894 
21566 


4468 
11332 
17504 


27916 
1715 
815 
2190 
505 
318 


25395 
5951 
2113 


19554 
5340 
4117 
4447 


3986 
26279 
3195 


4578 
24084 
4798 


157 
7195 
21516 


3.22 


3.03 
3.32 


3.16 
3.31 
3.17 


3.26 
2.76 
3.60 
3.00 
2.83 
'  3.00 


3.20 
3.21 
3.4B 


3.25 
3.13 
3.33 
3.07 


2.95 
3.21 
3.62 


2.83 
3.77 
3.30 


2.68 
3.04 
3.24 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.4 
0*7 
0.8 
0.0 


0.7 
0.8 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0*7 
0.7 


0*7 
0.6 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


GRAOESs 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OH  BELOW 


3624 
2432 
2654 
2110 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.03 
0.02 
0.01 
0.00 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.0 
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117 
41 
21 
5 


21773 
7445 
3418 
823 


3.40 
2.87 
3.06 
2.28 


0.6 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
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OTHER  LANGUAGE  COURSES  IE.G.  LANGUAGE  FOR  TRAVELERS) 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSE 0 


AVERAGE  GRADE  IN  COURSES  ATTEHPTFO 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 

IIACEs 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-ANER  ♦  PUERTO  RfCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.  I  NO  I  AN  *•  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM s 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE s 

^JftAL 

BASE  YEAR  If.  T  SCORES: 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRAOES: 

MOSTLY  A;     ILF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  B 

MALH  3  AS.  C 
ftOS/LV      OR  BELOW 


SAMPLE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


5530*7 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


760314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


MEAN 


0.01 


0.01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.00 
0.02 
0.06 
0.07 
0.00 


0.01 
0.01 
0.02 


0.02 
0.00 
0.01 
0.02 


0.01 
0.02 
0.01 


0.02 
0*01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.01 
0.01 


0.01 
0.01 
0.01 
0.01 


s.o. 


0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.4 
0.4 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


SAMPLE 
N 


217 


83 
134 


66 
90 
55 


73 
U 

9 
68 
54 

2 


127 
12 
78 


65 
17 
74 
61 


55 
127 
35 


51 
134 

32 


37 
99 
67 


89 
40 
60 
28 


WEIGHTED 
N 


25809 


9583 
16227 


6281 
12562 
6258 


17166 
1114 
662 
4692 
2104 
72 


21978 
1412 
2420 


11063 
2283 
5772 
6692 


5205 
16520 
4084 


654? 
13892 
5375 


3560 
11501 
9351 


11148 
4000 
7514 
3148 


MEAN 


2.71 


2.72 
2.70 


2.56 
2.77 
2.81 


2.87 
2.24 
3.34 
2.37 
2.27 
1.24 


2.66 
3.00 
3.00 


2.81 
2.60 
2.71 
2.58 


2.24 
2.92 
2.47 


2.22 
2.74 
3.24 


2.64 
2.25 
3.30 


3.45 
2.69 
2.10 
1.58 


S.O. 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.2 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.3 
1.5 


1.2 
1.0 
0.9 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.2 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
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COMPUTER  SCIENCE  TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSED 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERAGE  GRAOE   IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


SAMPLE 
N 


WE IGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  11080 

SEX* 

MALE  5480 

* JMALE  5600 

8ASL  YEAR  SES: 

^OW  2535 

MIOOLE  5150 

HIGH  2992 

RACES 

WHITE  7*90 

8 LACK  15  74 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  263 

MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  1118 

OTHER  HISPANIC  470 

AMER.  IN01AN  ♦  07HER  165 

.XHOOL  TYPE* 

PU8LIC  B400 

PRIVATE  625 

CATHOLIC  2055 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 

NORTHEAST  2585 

V'STH  CENTRAL  3156 

iOUi''  3329 

WC  f  2010 

FOLLOW  P  CJRRICULUM: 

GfcNEkAL  3426 

ACADEMIC  5033 

VOCATIONAL  2613 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

LR8AN  2384 

SUBURBAN  5744 

RURAL  2952 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 

LOW  2076 

MIDDLE  5099 

HIGH  3222 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  AS  HALF  A  AND  B  3624 

MOSTLY  8  2432 

HALF  8  AND  C  28  54 

MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW  2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


0.11 


0.13 
0.10 


0.09 
0.12 
0.13 


0.12 
0.10 
0.24 
0.07 
0.07 
0.05 


0.12 
0.03 
0.12 


0.17 
0.13 
0.07 
0.10 


0.07 
0.14 
0.13 


0.12 
0.14 
0.08 


o.os 

0.10 
0.18 


0.14 
0.11 
0.11 
0.07 


0.5 


0.6 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.6 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


0.5 
O.i 
0.4 


0.7 
0.4 
0.3 
0.4 


0.2 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.6 


0*3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.7 


1571 


868 
703 


261 
736 
543 


1128 
209 
57 
101 
63 
13 


1138 
116 
317 


447 
573 
337 
214 


344 
946 
280 


567 
*36 
271 


154 
602 
728 


648 
363 
340 
215 


329243 


174482 
154761 


47709 
165669 
110576 


277374 
30552 
6565 
8647 
4620 
1483 


295133 
5281 
28828 


98572 
123523 
63072 
44076 


76794 
183865 
68556 


62056 
200566 
66621 


26209 
130371 
154684 


138139 
74747 
73943 
40979 


2.67 


2.57 
2.79 


2.44 
2.63 
2.85 


2.74 
2.11 
3.19 
2.33 
2.3B 
2.19 


2.65 
2.99 
2.85 


2.77 
2.72 
2.39 
2.72 


2.40 
2.95 
2.23 


2.32 
2.71 
2.91 


1.85 
2.47 
3.00 


3.37 
2.55 
2.09 
t.65 


1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
0.9 
1.0 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 

1.0 


0.7 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  D-93 
COMPUTER  LITERACY 
NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


TOTAL 

SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESl 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
MEX.-AMER  »  PUERTO  R1CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AMER.   1NOIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE  » 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLOWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE! 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A:  HALF  A  ANO  8 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  ANO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OK  BELOW 


SAM»LE 
N 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
4  TO 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5*99 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
72358* 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


 AVERAGE  GRAPE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTED 


MEAN 


0.01 


0.02 
0.01 


0.01 
0.01 
0.02 


0.02 
0.01 
0.01 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 


0.01 
0.00 
0.02 


0.02 
0.02 
0.00 
0.01 


0.01 
0.02 
0.01 


0.01 
0.02 
0.01 


0.01 
0.01 
0.02 


0.02 
0.01 
0.01 
0.01 
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s.o. 


0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


SAMPLE 
N 


258 


152 
106 


34 
107 
108 


205 
33 
6 
6 
6 
2 


146 
34 
78 


87 
109 
32 
30 


38 
183 
37 


49 
173 
36 


25 
94 
129 


115 
50 
48 
44 


WEIGHTED 
N 


50?56 


27200 
23756 


7397 
24091 
17986 


43778 
5902 
349 
441 
324 
161 


41734 
628 
8593 


19032 
21865 
4769 
5289 


10885 
30870 
9200 


6644 
33566 
10746 


5182 
21005 
23604 


23714 
8230 
9171 
9317 


MEAN 


2.81 


2.66 
2.99 


2.47 
2.72 
3.07 


2.89 
2.33 
3.98 
1.81 
2.32 
0.41 


2.82 
3.07 
2.78 


2.92 
2.77 
2.35 
3.04 


2.44 
3.05 
2.45 


2.46 
2.83 
2.99 


2.04 
2.67 
3.09 


3.37 
2.69 
2.67 
1.75 


S.D. 


1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


0.9 
1. 1 
0.9 


1.0 
Lt 

0.9 
1.4 
0.? 


LI 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.2 
1.1 


LI 
LO 
1.1 


L2 
LO 
LO 


1.2 
1.1 
0.9 


0.7 
LO 
0.9 
LO 
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COMPUTER  PROGRAMME NC 


NUMBER  OF  COURSES  PASSEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


AVERACi  GxAOf  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


SAMPLE 
N 


HtJGHVCO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL  "080 
SEX* 

MALE  5480 

FEMALE  5600 

BASE  YEAR  SES* 

LOW  2555 

MIOOLE  5150 

HIGH  2992 

RACES 

WHITE  7+90 

BLACK  l57* 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  263 

MEX.-AMER  ♦  PUERTO  RICAN  11 IB 

OTHER  HISPANIC  +70 

AMER.  INOIAN  ♦  OTHER  165 

SCr»OL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  *+00 

PRIVATE  625 

CATHOLIC  2055 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  2585 

NORTH  CENTRAL  3156 

SOUTH  3329 

WEST  2010 

FOtLDWUP  CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  3426 

ACAOEMIC  5033 

VOCATIONAL  2613 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


0.04 


0.05 
0.03 


0.02 
0.04 
0.06 


0.04 
0.02 
0.10 
0.03 
0.03 
0.02 


0.04 
0.01 
0.07 


0.06 
0.05 
0.01 
0.05 


0.03 
0.06 
0.02 


0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0«? 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


661 


410 
251 


84 

312 

?53 


492 
82 
24 
32 
26 
5 


428 
32 
201 


213 
261 
88 
99 


152 
436 
73 


191237 


77356 
535,  >: 1 


12496 
65148 
52834 


114770 
8299 
3162 
2721 
1731 
555 


111441 
2514 
17282 


43020 
54650 
12024 
21543 


30567 
85362 
15308 


2.77 


2.66 
2.93 


2.41 
?•  75 
2-88 


2.81 
2.14 
3.14 
2.50 
2.7? 
2.10 


2.76 
3.00 
2.79 


2.B4 
2.8 
2.68 
2.50 


2.38 
3.00 
2.28 


1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.2 
0.9 
1.1 
0.9 
0.3 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.0 
1.0 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOW 
MIOOLE 
HIGH 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


0.03 
0.06 
0.02 


0.01 
0.03 
0.07 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 


132 
437 
92 


38 
259 
329 


18029 
88395 
24813 


5480 
49443 
69618 


2.48 
2.73 
3.11 


2.05 
2.43 
3.05 


1.0 
1.1 

1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A$  HALF  A  AND  B 
MOSTLY  B 
HALF  B  A NO  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


768314 
521857 
6.  6658 
476062 


0.05 
0.04 
0.03 
0.02 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
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268 
168 
137 
86 


55365 
34006 
27016 
14056 


3.48 
2.60 
2.13 
1.65 


0.6 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
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TOTAL 

S€X: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

BASE  YEAR  SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
SLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
HEX.-AHER  ♦  PUERTO  R1CAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 
AHER.   INDIAN  ♦  OTHER 

SCHOOL  TYPE I 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

FOLLUWUP  CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

BASE  YEAR  TEST  SCORES: 
LOU 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

GRADES: 

MOSTLY  A;  HALF  A  AND  8 
MOSTLY  8 
HALF  8  AND  C 
MOSTLY  C  OR  BELOW 


 AVERAGE^ GRAOE  IN  COURSES  ATTEMPTEO 


11080 


5480 
5600 


2555 
5150 
2992 


7490 
1574 
263 
1118 
470 
165 


8400 
625 
2055 


2585 
3156 
3329 
2010 


3426 
5033 
2613 


2384 
5744 
2952 


2076 
5099 
3222 


3624 
2432 
2854 
2110 


2396103 


1163562 
1232541 


498104 
1198970 
622296 


1894875 
288245 
28321 
103624 
55116 
25921 


2141403 
69241 
185459 


553057 
723587 
753856 
365603 


778497 
978591 
636726 


437681 
1184767 
773656 


446554 
1121404 
672418 


768314 
521857 
616658 
476062 


SAMPLE 
N 


739 


0.06 
0.05 


0.06 
0*06 
0.05 


0*06 
0.06 
0.13 
0.04 
0*04 
0*03 


0.06 
0.01 
0*02 


0.09 
0.05 
0.05 
0.05 


0.03 
0.06 
0.09 


0.08 
0.06 
0*05 


0.01 
0*05 
0*08 


0.07 
0.06 
0.07 
0.04 


0.5 
0.3 


0.4 
0.5 
0.2 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.4 
0.1 
0.1 


0.7 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.7 


0.3 
0.3 
0.5 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.6 
0.2 


360 
379 


161 
358 
206 


482 
111 
30 
70 
39 
7 


632 
51 
56 


184 
227 

172 
96 


169 
372 
197 


201 
388 
150 


105 
283 
3QB 


300 
161 
173 
102 


WEIGHTED 
H 


16617T 


81365 
84812 


30762 
86604 
45614 


133018 
19105 
3762 
6129 
3249 
914 


159432 
2265 
4479 


44626 
52590 
47914 
21047 


39017 
77002 
50130 


41654 
91292 
33230 


17018 
68889 
70105 


67627 
35606 
41755 
20514 


MEAN 


2.58 


2.51 
2.66 


2.42 
2.56 
2.76 


2.67 
2*04 
3.10 
2.34 
2.31 
2.35 


2.56 
2.97 
3.08 


2.67 
2.63 
2.32 
2.88 


2.42 
2*91 
2.20 


2.24 
2.67 
2*7? 


1.74 
2.47 
2.94 


3.32 
7.45 
1.96 
1.65 


S.D. 


1.1 


1.2 
1.1 


1.1 
1.2 
1*1 


1.1 
1.1 
0.9 
1.0 
1.2 
1*4 


1.1 
0.8 
0*8 


1.1 
1.1 
Ut 
1.0 


1*1 
1.1 
1.1 


1*1 
1*1 

1.0 


0.9 
1.1 
1*1 


0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  E-l 


UP  TO  NONt  HOH  HUCH  COURSE  WORK  WILL  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  ENGLISH  OR  LITERATURE? 
(0^ NONE;  3=M0RE  THAN  1  YEAR  C SOPHOMORES )t  7= MORE  THAN  3  YEARS  C SENIORS )) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21*17 


WEIGHTED 
N 


27*9651 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
2.23 


S.D. 
0.6 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
5.8* 


S.O. 
1.1 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

3.6* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

4.1 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


10*5* 
10963 


136503* 
138*617 


2.23 
2.23 


0.6 
0.6 


5.77 
5.90 


1.2 
1.0 


0.9 
0.8 


3.5* 
3.7* 


3.7 
*.5 


SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 


*796 
10319 
5612 


575775 
1371395 
7218** 


2.21 
2.23 
2.2* 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


5.  VI 
5.81 
5.99 


1.3 
1.1 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.7 


3.5* 
3.6* 
3.7* 


3.5 
*.0 
5.1 


RACE« 

WHITE  15682  216009*  2.22  0.6 

BLACK  2725  337769  2.23  0.7 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  292  31896  2.23  0.6 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  179  22857  2.31  0.6 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1522  10*803  2.22  0.7 

PUERTO  RICAN  235  22818  2.22  0.7 

OTHER  HISPANIC  7*7  65365  2.23  0.6 


5.83 
5.92 
6.02 
5.77 
5.53 
6.00 
5.81 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


3.6* 
3.7* 
3.8* 
3.5* 
3.3* 
3.8* 
3.6* 


*.2 
3.8 
*.* 
3.3 
3.0 
3.9 
3.5 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


18552 
665 
2200 


2*78232 
79035 
19238* 


2.23 
2.12 
2.27 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


5.81 
6.07 
6.10 


1.1 
3.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.6 
0.7 


3.6*i 
3.9* 
3.8* 


3.9 
6.1 
5.6 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


*739 
6363 
6610 
3697 


626255 
815303 
87815* 
*29939 


2.21 
2.2* 
2.23 
2.21 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


6.08 
5.56 
5.97 
5.7* 


0.8 
1.3 
1.0 
1.2 


0.7 
1.0 
0.8 
0.9 


3.9* 
3.3* 
3*7* 
3.5* 


5.6 
3.2 
*.6 
3.8 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6986 
688* 
5*37 


9011*1 
1107*16 
727*75 


2.22 
2.2* 
2.22 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


5.76 
6.05 
5.61 


1.2 
0.8 
1.3 


0.9 
0.7 
1.0 


3.5* 
3.8* 
3.** 


3.8 
5.5 
3.3 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


*360 
10699 
6358 


516*91 
1337608 
895552 


2.22 
2.22 
2.25 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


5.86 
5.88 
5.76 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


65» 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


3.6* 
3.7* 
3.5* 


*.0 
*.3 
3.8 
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UP  TO  NOW i  HOW  MUCH  COURSE  WORK  MILL  VOU  uivc  rwcu  *u   

LONSITWJNAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STUL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1 ' 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RXCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION? 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20702 


10093 
10609 


4670 
9951 
5409 


15190 
2601 
283 
172 
1481 
229 
712 


17937 
634 
2131 


4  97 
6204 
6327 
3574 


675a 
8585 
5251 


4216 
10272 
6214 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2661873 


1318014 
1343859 


560619 
1325072 
697662 


2093912 
323989 
31173 
22293 
102537 
22335 
61765 


2397539 
77292 
187042 


608742 
795698 
842666 
414767 


871549 
1073707 
703469 


498683 
1287226 
875965 


1900  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.59 


1.63 
1.55 


1.61 
1.50 
1.59 


1.58 
1.68 
1.48 
1.66 
1.52 
1.85 
1.61 


1.57 
1.81 
1.71 


1.94 
1.45 
1.58 
1.37 


1.56 
1.62 
1.58 


1.59 
1.57 
1.61 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
0.8 
1.0 


0.8 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


MEAN 
4.59 


4.57 
4.62 


4.48 
4.58 
4.73 


4.61 
4.49 
4.87 
4.68 
4.38 
4.81 
4.55 


V.57 
4.84 
4.78 


4.98 
4.55 
4.35 
4.61 


4.54 
4.80 
4.35 


4.55 
4.63 
4.57 


S.D. 
1.5 


1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.5 
1.5 


1.5 
1.7 
1.5 
1.7 
1.6 
1.5 
1.6 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


1.4 
1.6 
1.6 
1.5 


1.6 
1.4 
1.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.3 


1.3 
1.3 


1.6 
1.5 
1.6 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.4 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.2 
1.4 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1.3 
1.2 
1.3 


1.3 
1.3 
1.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

3.0* 


2.9* 
3.1* 


2.9* 
3.0* 
3.1* 


3.0* 
2.8* 
3.4* 
3.0* 
2.9* 
3.0* 
2.9* 


3.0* 
3.0* 
3.1* 


3.0* 
3.1* 
2.8* 
3.2* 


3.0* 
3.2* 
2.8* 


3.0* 
3.1* 
3.0* 


EFFECY 
SIZE 

2.3 


2.2 
2.4 


*.l 
2.3 
2.5 


2.3 
2.0 
2.6 
2.1 
2.1 
2.4 
2.2 


2.3 
2.6 
2.4 


2.6 
2.3 
2.1 
2.5 


2.2 
2.5 
2.1 


2.2 
2.4 
2.2 
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ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-3 


UP  TO  NOW,  HON  MUCH  COURSE  WORK  HILL  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  MATHEMATICS? 
CO'NONES  3«M0RE  THAN  1  YEAR  t SOPHOMORES II  7'MORE  THAN  3  YEARS  (SENIORS)) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

text 

MALE 
FEMALE 

mi 

UN 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE* 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

BEOBPAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
:  URBAN 

SUBURBAN 

RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


2150S 


10522 
10986 


4805 
10344 
5644 


15692 
2777 
292 
177 
1539 
241 
756 


18620 
669 
2219 


4760 
6367 
6665 
3716 


7018 
8918 
5456 


4389 
10765 
6354 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2759312 


1373429 
1385883 


577315 
1373179 
725079 


2160516 
344485 
31896 
22914 
106066 
23729 
65842 


2486789 
79274 
193249 


627297 
815917 
884806 
431292 


903562 
1X11428 
730147 


519749 
1344496 
895068 


-  1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.04 


2.07 
2.01 


1.97 
2.01 
2.15 


2.01 
2.17 
2.18 
2.13 
2.07 
2.18 
2.08 


2.02 
2.06 
2.26 


2.13 
1.93 
2.11 
1.97 


1.94 
2.19 
1.94 


2.09 
2.05 
1.99 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.9 
0.7 
0.8 


0.9 
0.6 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


MEAN 
4.18 


4.33 
4.03 


3.76 
4.03 
4.81 


4.14 
4.41 
5.10 
3.96 
3.86 
4.54 
4.18 


4.09 
4.81 
5.04 


4.72 
3.82 
4.20 
4.00 


3.68 
5.10 
3.41 


4.35 
4.31 
3.87 

o 


65 


3.0. 
1.9 


1.9 
1.9 


1.9 
1.9 
1.8 


1.9 
1.7 
1.8 
1.8 
1.8 
1.6 
1.8 


1.9 
1.8 
1.6 


1.8 
2.0 
1.8 
1.8 


1.8 
1.6 
1.8 


1.8 
1.9 
1.9 


POOLEO 
5.0. 

1.5 


1.5 
1.4 


1.5 
1.5 
1.3 


1.5 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.4 
1.2 
1.4 


1.5 
1.4 
1.2 


1.4 
1.6 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.2 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.5 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

2.1* 


2.3* 
2.0* 


1.8* 
2.0* 
2.7* 


2.1* 
2.2* 
2.9* 
1.8* 
1.8* 
2.4* 
2.1* 


2.1* 
2.7* 
2.8* 


2.6* 
1.9* 
2.1* 
2.0* 


1.7* 
2.9* 
1.5* 


2.3* 
2.3* 
1.9* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

1.5 


1.5 
1.4 


1.2 
1.4 
2.0 


1.4 
1.7 
2.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.9 
1.5 


1.4 
2.0 
2.3 


1.9 
12 
1.5 
1.4 


1.2 
2.4 
1.0 


1.6 
1.6 
1.3 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-4 


IO^JSpI^^^SI?^"  course  mork  wiu  vw  have  taken  in  science? 

1-I™1J:!!^L!!!^.LI!!L™^WWE5);  7SM0RE  ™AN 3  years  (seniors)) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  i9ao  SOPHOMORES 

M  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
KALE 
FEMALE 

SCSI 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20313 


9901 
10*12 


4493 
9779 
5392 


14919 
2536 
283 
168 
1442 
221 
712 


17548 
633 
2132 


4499 
6060 
6251 
3503 


6596 
8549 
5067 


4120 
10152 
6041 


2608223 


1292825 
1315398 


538159 
1301556 
693235 


2055937 
313844 
30892 
21857 
99194 
20912 
61870 


£345855 
75713 
186656 


593658 
777012 
829202 
408351 


850858 
1066464 
678518 


486455 
1270317 
851451 


MEAN 
1.81 


1.84 
1.77 


1.70 
1.80 
1.93 


1.81 
1.80 
1.82 
1.82 
1.68 
1.95 
1.76 


1.78 
2.02 
2.03 


1.97 
1.69 
1.88 
1.65 


1.73 
1.98 
1.63 


1.76 
1.79 
1.86 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 
3.47 


3.62 
3.33 


2.97 
3.35 
4.15 


3.50 
3.39 
4.45 
3.38 
3.00 
3.80 
3.34 


3.40 
4.15 
4.15 


4.03 
3.20 
3.40 
3.33 


2.98 
4.45 
2.56 


3.53 
3.55 
3.34 
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S.D. 
2.0 


2.0 
1.9 


1.8 
1.9 
1.9 


2.0 
1.8 
1.8 
1.8 
1.7 
1.9 
1.8 


2.0 
1.8 
1.8 


2.0 
2.0 
1.8 
1.8 


1.8 
1.8 
1.7 


1.9 
2.0 
1.9 


POOLED 
S.O. 

1.5 


1.5 
1.5 


1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


1.5 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 
1.4 
1.5 
1.4 


1.5 
1.4 
1.4 


1.5 
1.6 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.4 
1.4 


1.5 
1.5 
1.5 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

1.7* 


1.8* 
1.6* 


1.3* 
1.6* 
2.2* 


1.7* 
1.6* 
2.6* 
1.6* 
1.3* 
1.8* 
1.6* 


1.6* 
2.1* 
2.1* 


2.1* 
1.5* 
1.5* 
1.7* 


1.3* 
2.5* 
0.9* 


1.8* 
1.8* 
1.5* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
1.5 


1.1 
1.1 
1.8 
1.1 
1.0 
1.3 
1.1 


1.1 
1.5 
1.5 


1.3 
0.9 
1.1 
1.2 


0.9 
1.8 
0.7 


1.2 
1.1 
1.0 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-5 


UP  TO  NONt  HOW  MUCH  COURSE  WORK  HILL  YOU  NAVE  TAKEN  IN  SPANISH? 
(0=NONES  3=M0RE  THAN  1  YEAR  (SOPHOMORES);  7=M0RE  THAN  3  YEARS  (SENIORS)) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 

HIGH 

i 

RACE: 
WHITEr 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


18605 


8920 
9685 


4211 
9020 
4791 


13574 
2327 
261 
145 
1398 
201 
670 


16101 

522 
1982 


4007 
5679 
5647 
3272 


6061 
7737 
4719 


3789 
9248 
5568 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2378425 


1155771 
1222654 


501130 
1193480 
616186 


1867837 
287260 
28622 
18580 
95797 
19700 
57465 


2141277 
64567 
172581 


528329 
730733 
746694 
372669 


777272 
962126 
628306 


444813 
1152390 
781223 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
0.54 


0.48 
0.58 


0.39 
0.50 
0.72 


0.51 
0.54 
0.89 
0.27 
0.68 
1.14 
0.69 


0.49 
0.49 
1.10 


0.81 
0.44 
0.38 
0.64 


0.38 
0.80 
0.32 


0.62 
0.62 
0.37 


S.D. 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 


0.8 
0.9 
1.1 


0.9 
1.0 
1.1 
0.7 
1.0 
1.2 
1.1 


0.9 
0.9 
1.2 


1.1 
0.9 
0.8 
1.0 


0.8 
1.1 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
0.8 


MEAN 
0.96 


0.83 
1.08 


0.68 
0.89 
1.33 


0.91 
0.94 
1.68 
0.48 
1.34 
2.00 
1.29 


0.88 
1.10 
1.88 


1.38 
0.74 
0.74 
1.23 


0.67 
1.52 
0.46 


1.12 
1.09 
0.67 


S.D. 
1.7 


1.6 
1.8 


1.4 
1.6 
1.9 


1.7 
1.6 
2.1 
1.1 
1.8 
2.2 
1.9 


1.6 
2.0 
2.1 


2.0 
1.5 
1.5 
1.8 


1.4 
2.0 
1.1 


1.8 
1.8 
1.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.4 


1.3 
1.4 


1.2 
1.3 
1.6 


1.4 
1.3 
1.7 
0.9 
1.4 
1.8 
1.6 


1.3 
1.5 
1.7 


1.6 
1.2 
1.2 
1.5 


1.1 
1.6 
1.0 


1.4 
1.4 
1.2 


1982-19B0 
DIFFERENCE 

0.4* 


0.3* 
0.5* 


0.3* 
0.4* 
0.6* 


4* 
4* 
8* 

Z 

7* 

0,9* 
d.6* 


0.4* 
0.6* 
0.8* 


0.6* 
0.3* 
0.4* 
0.6* 


0.3* 
0.7* 
0.1* 


0.5* 
0.5* 
0.3* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.3 


0.4 


0.3 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 

0.2 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.4 
O.X 


0.3 
0.3 
0.3 


654 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-6 


in*JE™J™l  HO"  ^CH  COURSE  NORK  HILL  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  FRENCH? 
CO»NONE;  yMORE  THAN  1  YEAR  (SOPHOMORES);  7=M0RE  THAN  3  YEARS  (SENIORS!) 

LONGITUDINAL  COHPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

M  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

5ESJ 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


18487 


8853 
9634 


4187 
8943 
4792 


13557 
2299 
264 
143 
1351 
168 
656 


16025 
571 
1891 


3948 
5672 
5636 
3231 


6028 
7676 
4691 


3746 
9169 
5572 


2366476 


1148960 
1217516 


501473 
1186405 
613595 


1862333 
285406 
28518 
18286 
93390 
18217 
57106 


2135394 
65330 
165751 


516075 
729777 
747460 
373163 


776112 
952823 
626415 


441252 
1144580 
780644 


MEAN 
0.32 


0.25 
0.38 


0.18 
0.26 
0.55 


0.34 
0.23 
0.54 
0.10 
0.13 
0.27 
0.18 


0.28 
0.72 
0.65 


0.56 
0.23 
0.27 
0.24 


0.16 
0.56 
0.14 


0.30 
0.37 
0.24 


S.D. 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 


0.6 
0.7 
1.0 


0.8 
0.7 
1.0 
0.4 
0.5 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
1.0 
0.5 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 


MEAN 
0.61 


0.45 
0.75 


0.33 
0.51 
1.06 


0.65 
0.46 
1.14 
0.32 
0.23 
0.48 
0.35 


0.53 
1.56 
1.15 


1.01 
0.42 
0.54 
0.55 


0.32 
1.10 
0.22 


0.59 
0.71 
0.46 


S.D. 
1.5 


1.3 
1.6 


1.0 
1.3 
1.9 


1.5 
1.2 
2.0 
1.2 
0.9 
1.2 
1.1 


1.4 
2.3 
1.9 


1.8 
1.2 
1.3 
1.4 


1.0 
1.9 
0.8 


1.4 
1.6 
1.3 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.2 


1.0 
1.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.3* 


0.2* 
0.4* 


0.8 
1.1 
1.5 


1.2 
1.0 
1.5 
0.9 
0.7 
1.0 
0.9 


1.1 
1.8 
1.6 


1.5 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


0.8 
1.5 
0.7 


1.1 
1*3 
1.0 
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0.2* 
0.2* 
0.5* 


0.3* 

0.2* 

0.6* 

0.2 

0.1* 

0.2 

0.2* 


0.3* 
0.8* 
0.5* 


0.5* 
0.2* 
0.3V 
0.3* 


0.2* 
0.5* 
0.1* 


0.3* 
0.3* 
0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.4 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.5 

0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.4 
0.1 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-7 


UP  TO  NOW,  HOW  MUCH  COURSE  WORK  WILL  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  GERMAN? 
(0=NONE;  3= MORE  THAN  1  YEAR  ( SOPHOMORES 1 1  7= MORE  THAN  3  YEARS  C  SENIORS ) ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17906 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2300787 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
0.11 


S.D. 
0.5 


MEAN 
0.18 


S.D. 
0.9 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


8625 
9281 


1124739 
1176048 


0.12 
0.10 


0.5 
0.5 


0.20 
0.17 


0.9 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.1 


SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4129 
8721 
4494 


495175 
1159072 
581192 


0.05 
0,10 
0.19 


0.3 
0.5 
0.6 


0.07 
0.16 
0.35 


0.5 
0.8 
1.2 


0.4 
0.6 
1.0 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.2* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


RACE: 

NHITE  13 1*5  1812392  0.12  0.5 

BLACK  2211  275084  0.07  0.4 

ASIAN*  AMERICAN  249  27264  0.11  0.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  142  18389  0.04  0.3 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1322  91292  0.03  0.2 

PUERTO  RICAN  180  17493  0.04  0.3 

OTHER  HISPANIC  630  56031  0.06  0.4 


0.21 
0.08 
0.30 
0.10 
0.02 
0.01 
0.05 


0.9 
0.5 
1.2 
0.6 
0.3 
0.2 
0.5 


0.7 
0.5 
0.9 
0.5 
0.3 
0.3 
0.5 


0.1* 
0.0 
0.2 
0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.2 
0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


15618 
486 
1802 


2081765 
60496 
158526 


0.10 
0.22 
0.14 


0.5 
0.7 
0.5 


0.18 
0.40 
0.19 


0.8 
1.4 
0.9 


0.7 
1.1 
0.7 


0.1* 

0.2 
0.1 


0.2 
0.1 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


3723 
5500 
5455 
3148 


489320 
721488 
726739 
363240 


0.11 
0.12 
0.07 
0.15 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.6 


0.18 
0.20 
0.12 
0.29 


0.9 
0.9 
0.7 
1.1 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.9 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


5932 
7230 
4653 


764245 
903006 
622452 


0.07 
0.17 
0.06 


0.4 
0.6 
0.4 


0.11 
0.33 
0.07 


0.6 
1.2 
0.5 


0.5 
0.9 
0.4 


0.0* 
0.2* 
0.0 


0.1 

o.e 
o.o 


COTtlUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3609 
8828 
5469 


425920 
1108554 
766312 


0.12 
0.14 
0.06 


0.5 
0.5 
0 


'656 


0.18 
0.24 
0.11 


0.8 
1.0 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.5 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0* 


0.1 
O.X 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-  8 


W  T°-l?0!i^i?0M  MUCH  C0URSE  W0RK  WIU  Y0U  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  BUSINESS »  OFFICE.  OR  SAIES? 
 3=M0RE  TWAN  1  YEAR  (SOPHOMORES)  J  7=M0RE  THAN  3  YEARS  I  SENIORS)) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

1980  SOPHOMORES 

N 

N 

IN  SCHOOL 

1982 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

TOTAL 

1937* 

2*6075* 

0.65 

0.9 

2.1* 

SEX: 

HALE 

913* 

1186090 

0.*1 

0.8 

i  . 

FEMALE 

102*0 

129*66* 

0.87 

1.0 

2.90 

SESS 

LOW 

4384 

523718 

0.67 

1.0 

9  99 

z  •  zz 

MIODLE 

9391 

12*2683 

0.71 

1.0 

9  in 
Z  .30 

HIGH 

5001 

6*5181 

0.53 

0.9 

1.81 

RACES 

WHITE 

1*195 

1953266 

0.67 

1.0 

2.21 

BLACK 

2*10 

29681* 

0.58 

0.9 

1  BB 

1  .  77 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

271 

29706 

0.*2 

0.8 

l.*l 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

151 

19687 

0.68 

1.0 

1.86 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1*23 

97*78 

0.50 

0.9 

1.86 

PUERTO  RICAN 

207 

20092 

0.** 

0.8 

1.57 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

6S6 

60276 

0.59 

1.0 

1.99 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC 

16S21 

2238736 

0.68 

1.0 

2.17 

PRIVATE 

53* 

65266 

0.*3 

0.8 

1.37 

CATHOLIC 

2019 

176752 

0.3* 

0.7 

2.05 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

*11* 

5*0707 

0.61 

1.0 

2.02 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

59S1 

768*09 

0.75 

1.0 

2.*0 

SOUTH 

5679 

778992 

0.62 

0.9 

2.05 

NEST 

3*00 

3926*5 

0.57 

0.9 

1.99 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

63*2 

816*76 

0.65 

0.9 

2.10 

ACAOEHIC 

7976 

991633 

0.52 

0.9 

1.78 

VOCATIONAL 

*958 

66090* 

0.6* 

1.0 

2.7* 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

39** 

*63539 

0.56 

0.9 

2.00 

SUBURBAN 

9612 

1200**7 

C.63 

0.9 

2.09 

RURAL 

5818 

816768 

0.73 

1.0 

2.30 

s.o. 

2.2 


1.7 
2.3 


2.3 
2.2 
2.0 


2.2 
1.9 
1.9 


2.2 
2.2 
2.2 
2.1 


2.1 
1.9 
2.5 


2.2 
2.2 
2.2 


POOLEO 
S.D. 

1.7 


1.3 
1.8 


1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

1.5* 


0.9* 
2.0* 


1.7 
1.7 
1.5 


1.7 
1.6 
1.* 
1.7 
1.6 
1.5 
1.7 


1:7 
1.* 
1.5 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 
1.6 


1.6 
1.5 
1.9 


1.7 
1.7 
1.7 


1.6* 
1.6* 
1.3* 


1.5* 
1.** 
1.0* 
1.2* 
1.** 
1.1* 
1.** 


1.5* 
0.9* 
1.7* 


1.** 
1.7* 
1.** 
1.** 


1.5* 
1.3* 
1.9* 


1.** 
1.5* 
1.6* 
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EFFECT 
SIZE 

0,9 


0.7 
1.1 


0.9 
0.9 
O.A 


0.9 
0.9 
0.7 
0.7 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.7 
1.2 


0.6 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-9 


UP  TO  NOW,  HOW  MUCH  COURSE  WORK  WILL  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  TECHNICAL  COURSES? 
CO=NONE;  3=M0RE  THAN  1  YEAR  < SOPHOMORES  1 1  7=M0RE  THAN  3  YEARS  t  SENIORS ) ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTEO 

1980  SOPHOMORES 

N 

N 

WHO  STAYEO 

IN  SCHOOL 

1982 

SENIORS 



MF  AM 

o  .u . 

MP  AM 

TOTAL 

18633 

2385912 

0.25 

0.7 

0.70 

1.6 

SEX* 

riALc 

9015 

1169968 

0*40 

ft  A 

1.12 

1.9 

FEMALE 

9618 

1215944 

0*10 

0  & 

0.29 

SES: 

1  fUJ 

4205 

503339 

0.6b 

1.5 

NIuDLc, 

9031 

1194716 

0.26 

0.7 

0.74 

1.6 

HIGH 

4B17 

620174 

0.24 

0.7 

0.65 

1.5 

RACES 

WHITE 

13651 

1877247 

0.24 

0.7 

0.70 

1.6 

BLACK 

2309 

284941 

0.29 

0.7 

0.69 

1.5 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

262 

bO  f 

0.34 

0.8 

0.77 

1.7 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

143 

18675 

0.38 

0.8 

0.85 

1.7 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1374 

94533 

0.21 

0.6 

0.62 

1.4 

PUERTO  RICAN 

196 

19662 

0.29 

0.8 

0.44 

1.1 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

667 

58789 

0.32 

0.8 

0.92 

1.8 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

16168 

2153055 

0.27 

0.7 

0.74 

1.6 

PRIVATE 

525 

62004 

O.K. 

0.4 

0.37 

1.0 

CATHOLIC 

1940 

170852 

O.lu 

0.5 

0.32 

1.0 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

3957 

519052 

0.27 

0.7 

0.72 

1.6 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5783 

744381 

0.28 

0.7 

0.77 

1.6 

SOUTH 

5641 

748414 

0.19 

0.6 

0.54 

1.4 

WEST 

3252 

374065 

0.29 

0.7 

0.83 

1.6 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

6101 

784110 

0.25 

0.7 

0.65 

1.5 

ACADEMIC 

7726 

961438 

0.20 

0.6 

0.52 

1.3 

;  VOCATIONAL 

4715 

629455 

0.33 

0.6 

1.04 

1.9 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

I  URBAN 

3810 

449149 

0.29 

0.7 

0.66 

1.5 

f  SUBURBAN 

9253 

1156716 

0.25 

0.7 

0.71 

1.6 

i  RURAL 

5570 

780047 

0.23 

0.7 

0.70 

1.6 

POOLEO 
S.O. 

1.2 


1.5 
0.8 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.3 
1.3 
1.1 
1.0 
1.4 


1.2 
0.8 
0.8 


1.3 
1.2 
1.1 
1.3 


1.1 
1.0 
1.5 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1982-1980 
OIFFERENCE 

0.4* 


0.7* 
0.2* 


0.4* 
0.5* 
0.4* 


0.5* 

0.4* 

0.4* 

G.5 

0.4* 

0.2 

0.6* 


0.5* 
0.3* 
0.2* 


0.5* 
0.5* 
0.4* 
0.5* 


0.4* 
0.3* 
0.7* 


0.4* 
0.5* 
0.5* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.4 


0.5 
0.2 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 
0.2 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.5 


0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


ft  ' 

[A  ■ 
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APPENDIX  E-10 


UP  TO  NOW i  HOW  MUCH  COURSE  WORK  HILL  YOU  HAVE  TAKEN  IN  TK»B  AMU  INDUSTRY? 
<0=NONE5  3=MORE  THAN  1  YEAR  ( SOPHOMORES ) J  7= MOPE  THAN  3  YLAftS  (SENIORS)) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHCOl  IN  19S2 


SAMPLE 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX! 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


16066 


9160 
9706 


4263 
9156 
4636 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2416572 


1193475 
1225096 


511952 
1212707 
624164 


1960  SOPHOMORES  . 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
0.32 


0.56 
0.09 


0.34 
0.35 
0.24 


S.D. 
0.6 


1.0 
0.4 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 


MEAN 
0.99 


1.70 
0.30 


1.07 
1.09 
0.71 


S<0. 
1.9 


2.3 
1.0 


2.0 
2.0 
1.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.5 


1.6 
0.6 


1.5 
1.5 
1.3 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.7* 


1.1* 
0.2* 


0.7* 
0.7* 
0.5* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.5 


0.6 
0.3 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


RACE: 

WHITE  13797  1900009  0.33  0.6 

BLACK  2359  292763  0.32  0.6 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  264  29140  0.21  0.6 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  149  16916  0.49  0.9 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1400  95762  0.26  0.7 

PUERTO  RICAN  197  19212  0.22  0.6 

OTHER  HISPANIC  670  59277  0.33  0.6 


1.01 
0.95 
0.60 
1.21 
0.95 
0.65 
0.93 


1.9 
1.9 
1.4 
2.0 
1.6 
1.6 
1.6 


1.5 
1.4 
1.1 
1.5 
1.4 
1.3 
1.4 


0.7* 
0.6* 
0.4* 
0.7* 
0.7* 
0.4* 
0.6* 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.3 
0.4 


SCHOOL  TYPE? 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE i 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


16405 
521 
1942 


3994 
5864 
5707 
3303 


6224 
7736 
4813 


3852 
9322 
5694 


2167416 
61731 
169425 


525115 
755173 
756731 
381554 


801095 
963036 
642746 


455720 
1166997 
795855 


0.35 
0.10 
0.05 


0.34 
0.40 
0.24 
0.32 


0.36 
0.17 
0.49 


0.32 
0.31 
0.34 


0.8 
0.4 
0.3 


0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.9 


0.6 
0.8 
0.6 


1.07 
0.41 
0.22 


0.99 
1.13 
0.80 
1.10 


1.09 
0.48 
1.65 


0.95 
0.94 
1.10 


2.0 
1.2 
0.8 


2.0 
2.0 
1.7 
2.0 


1.9 
1.3 
2.4 


1.9 
1.9 
2.0 


1.5 
0.9 
0.6 


1.5 
1.6 
1.3 
1.5 


1.5 
1.0 
1.8 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


0.7* 
0.3* 
0.2* 


0.6* 
0.7* 
0.6* 
0.8* 


0.7* 
0.3* 
1.2* 


0.6* 
0.6* 
0.8* 


0.5 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.3 
0.6 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


659 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-ll 


UP  T?n^r^  W0WK  WILL  Y0U  HAVE  TAKEM  IN  °™*R  VOCATIONAL  COURSES? 
 <OsNONE;  3«H0RE  THAN  X  YEAR  <  SOPHOMORES  U  7=  MORE  THAN  3  YEARS  (SENIORS)) 

L0N6ITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESi 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE-' 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19121 


9201 
9920 


4344 
926S 
4909 


13979 
2419 
263 
153 
1397 
202 
676 


16588 
551 
19S2 


3994 
5893 
5921 
3313 


6250 
7875 
4903 


3899 
9456 
5766 


WEIGHTED 

N 


2450188 


1197810 
1252370 


519984 
1227344 
632960 


1924024 
299991 
26612 
20385 
94619 
20010 
58878 


2210577 
65554 
174057 


524469 
757558 
786760 
381401 


805347 
97966* 
653740 


460340 
1181827 
808021 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
0.59 


0.67 
0.52 


0.65 
0.61 
0.52 


0.58 
0.66 
0.62 
0.76 
0.59 
0.48 
0.70 


0.61 
0.51 
0.46 


0.43 
0.61 
0.65 
0.67 


0.65 
0.46 
0.73 


0.54 
0.56 
0.67 


S.D. 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.1 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 


MEAN 
1.24 


1.34 
1.15 


1.47 
1.30 
0.94 


1.21 
1.37 
0.94 
1.35 
1.35 
1.04 
1.45 


1.29 
0.97 
0.77 


0.87 
1.27 
1.40 
1.36 


1.33 
0.81 
1.77 


1.11 
1.13 
1.47 


S.D. 
2.0 


2.1 
1.9 


2.1 
2.1 
1.8 


2.0 
2.0 
1.7 
1.9 
2.0 
1.9 
2.2 


2.0 
1.8 
1.7 


1.8 
2.0 
2.1 
2.0 


2.0 
1.7 
2.3 


1.9 
1.9 

2.2 


POOLEO 
S.D. 

1.6 


1.7 
1.5 


1.7 
1.6 
1.4 


1.6 
1.6 
1.4 
1.5 
1.6 
1.5 
1.7 


1.6 
1.4 
1.4 


1.4 
1.6 
1.6 
1.6 


1.6 
1.4 
1.8 


1.5 
1.5 
1.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.6* 


0.7* 
0.6* 


0.8* 
0.7* 
0.4* 


0.6* 

0.7* 

0.* 

0.6* 

0.8* 

0.6* 

0.8* 


0.7* 
0.5* 
0.3* 


0.4* 
0.7* 
0.7* 
0.7* 


0.7* 
0.4* 
1.0* 


0.6* 
0.6* 
0.8* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.2 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.2 


0.3 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.6 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
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APPENDIX  E-12 


HAVE  YOU  TAKLN  FIRST-YEA!/?  ALGEBRA? 
(PERCENT  YES  I 


J  962  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SE5: 
LOW 

MZOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

ScOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMZC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


23561 


11616 
11945 


4837 
10392 
5636 


16962 
3091 
330 
208 
1707 
299 
872 


204*33 
756 
2322 


5492 
6857 
7080 
4132 


7743 
9547 
6133 


5022 
11735 
6804 


HEIGHTEO 
N 


2721213 


13515050 
1366164 


520356 
1237134 
649839 


2118242 
334641 
33713 
23748 
105645 
26275 
68926 


2445521 
81124 
194568 


657914 
792170 
839854 
431275 


895381 
1074930 
735735 


530836 
1329638 
860739 


PERCENT 
78-2 


76.2 
80.3 


62.1 
80.1 
92.7 


81.0 
67.3 
92.9 
63.9 
64. r 
72.5 
70.3 


76.4 
91.3 
96.2 


82.1 
79.5 
72.6 
81.3 


70.5 
95.1 
63.5 


78.1 
81.4 
73.5 
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APPENDIX  E-13 


ERIC 


HAVE  YOU  TAKEN  GEOMETRY? 
(PERCENT  YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


MtlGHTEO 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDbLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23241 


11432 
11809 


4766 
10251 
5594 


16755 
3033 
327 
208 
1673 
293 
661 


20184 
753 
2304 


5426 
6770 
6985 
4060 


7616 
9482 
6006 


4947 
1159C 
6696 


2681188 


1330029 
1351159 


512803 
1218662 
644599 


2089308 
328645 
33300 
23701 
103071 
25263 
67918 


2407814 
80284 
193090 


649906 
781622 
827124 
422535 


879162 
1067146 
719814 


522916 
1312524 
845748 


55.4 


55.4 
55.5 


33.7 
54.3 
80.1 


59.5 
40.2 
79.6 
33.1 
32.4 
36.1 
43.8 


52.0 
80.3 
68.0 


64.8 
57.4 
46.5 
54.8 


39.1 
86.0 
30.6 


55.3 
61.3 
46.4 


662 


APPENDIX  E-14 


HAVE  YOU  TAKEN  BIOLOGY? 
(PERCENT  YES) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


23359 


2697297 


79.3 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


11466 
11671 


1339637 
1357459 


76.6 
61.6 


SESS 
LOW 

MTDDLE 
HIGH 


4607 
10296 
5569 


516601 
1225064 
644646 


71.9 
79.3 
66.6 


RACL.' 
WHITE 

A5.  UN-AMERICAN 
AtSKCAN  INDIAN 
WLX YC^N- AMERICAN 
Pi  1-57TO  RICAN 
OiricK  KI3PANIC 

SCHOOL  TVti 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOL>X 


16794 
3066 
327 
206 
1697 
294 
865 


20305 
750 
2304 


2097717 
334232 
33308 
23571 
104669 
25589 
68145 


2422969 
81225 
193103 


79.8 
78.8 
83.0 
75.6 
70.7 
79.8 
77.9 


77.6 
94.3 
94.3 


GEOGRAPHIC  KE320N: 
NORTHEAST 
NORfH  CENTRAL 
SCJTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENIAL 
ACADEMIC. 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SJ3URBAN 
RIMAs. 


5462 
6778 
7049 
4070 


7669 
9482 
6069 


4997 
11603 
6759 


655176 
782743 
835505 
423874 


865982 
1960846 
727417 


528486 
1313921 
854890 


82.5 
75.2 
82.6 
75.1 


73.9 
92.4 
66.6 


80.0 
79.3 
78.6 


663 


APPENDIX  E-15 


HAVE  YOU  TAKEN  CHEMISTRY? 
C  PERCENT  YES  I 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL  22925 

sex: 

MALE  11244 

FEMALE  H681 

SES: 

LOW  4707 

MIDDLE  10118 

HIGH  5512 

RACE: 

WHITE  16527 

BLACK  2992 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  327 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  204 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1658 

PUERTO  RICAN  288 

OTHER  HISPANIC  641 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  19940 

PRIVATE  722 

CATHOLIC  2263 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5352 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6687 

SOUTH  6887 

NEST  3999 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  7505 

ACADEMIC  9341 

VOCATIONAL  5946 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 

URBAN  4887 

SUBURBAN  11418 

RURAL  6620 


2647338 


1309753 
1337584 


506616 
1203928 
636558 


2063367 
324085 
33257 
23253 
102350 
24853 
66446 


2378780 
77760 
190798 


641616 
772484 
816524 
416714 


867105 
1052726 
712919 


515792 
1294687 
836859 


37.9 


39.1 
36.7 


22.0 
35.1 
59.0 


40.2 
29.2 
67.3 
24.8 
21.6 
36.0 
26.7 


35.9 
51.9 
57.3 


50.5 
35.6 
33.4 
31.5 


22.2 
67.4 
13.9 


36.3 
40.7 
34.5 
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APPENDIX  E-  16 


HAVE  YOU  TAKEN  PHYSICS? 
(PERCENT  YES! 


1962  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


22606 


11106 
11502 


4661 
9985 
5372 


16269 
2973 
321 
203 
1642 
263 
831 


19695 
717 
2196 


5257 
6606 
6800 
3945 


7450 
9069 
5933 


4B29 
11244 
6535 


2610601 


1292877 
1317723 


504318 
1186751 
619307 


2030171 
322519 
32694 
23220 
101677 
24537 
66173 


2349495 
76377 
184728 


630439 
762299 
807113 
410750 


860783 
1023209 
711650 


511621 
1273527 
625453 


20.9 


26.0 
16.0 


14.2 
17.9 
33.1 


21.1 
19.7 
47.3 
16.7 
14.9 
30.9 
15.6 


20.1 
30.2 
27.4 


29.5 
19.9 
16.7 
18.1 


10.1 

37.1 
10.9 


23.3 
22.1 
17.7 


APPENDIX  E-17 


HAVE  YOU  BEEN  IN  A  COMPUTER  PROGRAMMING  COURSE  OR  PROGRAM  IN  HIGH  SCHOOL9 

C  PERCENT  YES!' 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHIYE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23624 


11657 
11967 


4866 
10405 
5634 


16975 
3111 
343 
211 
1726 
299 
871 


20564 
748 
2312 


5467 
6871 
7100 
4186 


7793 
9533 
6156 


5046 
11779 
6799 


2729412 


1360634 
1368778 


522510 
1239900 
651205 


2121892 
337315 
35402 
24334 
106073 
25984 
68964 


2455612 
80033 
193767 


655192 
794114 
843899 
436207 


901500 
1073843 
738525 


534521 
1336503 
858388 

666 


Id. 6 


19.3 
18.3 


14.4 
18.4 
23.7 


19.3 
17.7 
26.0 
13.0 
13.0 
19.9 
16.5 


18.7 
15.4 
21.9 


23.4 
21.1 
13.4 
18.0 


13.7 
24.6 
16.6 


18.9 
20.9 
15.4 


APPENDIX  E-18 


IN  GRADES  10-12,  DID  YOU  HAVE  A  COWSE  IN  ENGLISH  DESIGNED  FOR  STUDENTS  FROM  NON-ENGLISH  SPEAKING  BACKGROUNDS? 
C PERCENT  YES»  BASED  ON  ALL  STUDENTS  WITH  FIRST  LANGUAGE  OTHER  THAN  ENGLISH) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 

N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

?ES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  MCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1890 


919 

.971 


843 
219 


329 
41 
163 
41 
748 
165 
362 


1546 
34 
308 


441 
177 
706 
566 


678 
671 
515 


671 
910 
309 


127391 


65893 
61497 


51361 
36972 
16084 


34266 
3482 
18387 
4028 
35264 
13487 
16989 


114210 
2718 
10462 


37573 
18871 
33083 
37864 


42269 
47137 
36378 


49709 
56394 
21288 


14.1 


14.2 
14.0 


14.4 
10.7 
5.7 


10.3 
30.4 
15.0 
20.5 
12.1 
15.7 
16.3 


15.5 
7.2 
0.8 


15.5 
12.3 
11.0 
16.3 


17.7 
8.6 
15.9 


17.1 
11.0 
15.3 


687 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-19 


IN  ^fnrnr^1!^01?/011  HAVE  *  C0WSE  m  REAOING  AND  WRITING  IN  YOUR  FIRST  LANGUAGE' 
PERCENT  YES,  BASED  ON  ALL  STUDENTS  WITH  FIRST  LANGUAGE  OTHER  ThfiH  ENGLISH^ 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

AS I AN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1887 


918 
969 


844 
497 
316 


325 
43 
183 
42 
745 
167 
362 


1544 
34 
309 


444 
176 
700 
567 


673 
672 
515 


*71 
908 
308 


127232 


65971 
61261 


51238 
37004 
15900 


33722 
3708 
18458 
4061 
35142 
13769 
16944 


114033 
2718 
10481 


37851 
18709 
32889 
37783 


41663 
47329 
36510 


49655 
56192 
21385 


28.8 


28.3 
29.4 


28.6 
24.3 
25.2 


24.0 
45.1 
17.4 
28.4 
30.6 
41.5 
31.9 


29.1 
23.8 
27.2 


30.0 
28.9 
25.1 
30.8 


28.9 
26.0 
32.1 


28.6 
26.5 
35.4 


668 


APPENDIX  E-20 


™™™™ s  sRsrws*  ws&jzssir  ™  — 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1878 


914 
964 


842 
496 
217 


326 
40 
181 
41 
744 
166 
359 


1535 
34 
309 


440 
174 
701 
563 


668 
670 
514 


666 
905 
307 


126501 


65591 
60909 


51284 
36967 
15938 


33850 
3400 
18216 
4028 
35104 
13722 
16618 


113302 
2718 
10481 


37496 
18492 
32918 
37596 


41547 
47026 
36317 


49264 
55981 
21256 


15.5 


16.4 
14.5 


14.1 
14.2 
8.3 


13.4 
34.7 
12.6 
27.9 
13.1 
18.0 
14.3 


16.8 
14.4 
1.7 


16.2 
15.9 
13.3 
16.5 


15.6 
9.6 
21.7 


16.7 
13.4 
18.1 


669 
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APPENDIX  E-  21 


IN  GRADES  10-12 »  DID  YOU  HAVE  A  COURSE  IN  THE  HISTORY  AND  CULTURE  OF  YOUR  ANCESTORS'  COUNTRY  OF  ORIGIN? 
(PERCENT  YES,  BASED  ON  ALL  STUDENTS  HITH  FIRST  LANGUAGE  OTHER  THAN  ENGLISH  1 


J982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


PERCENT 


TOTAL 


1879 


127039 


30.3 


SEX* 


HALE 
FEMALE 


SES: 


LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


917 
962 


840 
497 
216 


66098 
60942 


51455 
37112 
15922 


29.6 
31.0 


33.5 
26.8 
17.2 


RACE? 

WHITE  327  33978 

BLACK  42f  3605 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  182  18359 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  41  4028 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  740  35046 

PUERTO  RICAN  167  13769 

OTHER  HISPANIC  359  16692 


23.7 
37.4 
19.2 
63.7 
38.5 
33.0 
23.8 


SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


1537 
34 
308 


113857 
2718 
10464 


30.8 
20.9 
26.6 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM s 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


442 
176 
697 
564 


671 
668 
513 


37614 
18754 
32951 
37720 


41970 
46976 
36363 


27.1 
32.2 
29.4 
33.3 


33.6 
22.3 
36.1 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


667 
906 
306 


49514 
56145 
21380 


30.5 
27.3 
37.7 


670 


APPENDIX  E-22 


THIS  YEAR  HON  OFTEN  HAVE  YOU  WORKED  WITH  A  GROUP  ON  A  PROJECT  NITH  LITTLE  ADULT  SUPERVISION9 

co=never;  3=often) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23298 


11464 
11834 


4783 
10302 
5568 


16811 
3049 
322 
200 
1673 
295 
861 


20238 
751 
2309 


5469 
6796 
6991 
4042 


7660 
9434 
6054 


4914 
11624 
6760 


2690912 


1336392 
1352521 


514741 
1226489 
641128 


2096650 
330936 
32746 
22702 
103401 
25394 
67760 


2418044 
79689 
193179 


654597 
784770 
830441 
421104 


886644 
1060279 
727530 


521245 
1315666 
854001 

671 


1.30 


1.23 
1.37 


1.19 
1.28 
1.47 


1.31 
1.35 
1.28 
1.32 
1.21 
1.12 
1.28 


1.29 
1.53 
1.36 


1.22 
1.30 
1.33 
1.38 


1.15 
1.47 
1.26 


1.28 
1.29 
1.34 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


APPENDIX  E-23 


THIS  YEAR  HOW  OFTEN  HAVE  YOU  HELPEO  PLAN  FOR  A  LARGE  SOCIAL  EVENT? 

(O-NEVER;  3=0FTEN) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

TOTAL 

23338 

2696293 

0.92 

1.0 

ecv  • 

MALE 

11487 

1340816 

0.78 

0.9 

FEMALE 

11851 

1355477 

1.05 

1.0 

SESS 

1  fit! 

LOW 

4789 

515119 

0./6 

0.9 

MIOOLE 

10322 

1229579 

0.91 

1.0 

1*08 

1.0 

RACE: 

WHITE 

16842 

2103158 

0.90 

1.0 

BLACK 

3050 

330571 

1.01 

1.0 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

324 

32997 

1.04 

1.0 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

202 

23201 

0.92 

1.0 

MEXICAN*- AMERICAN 

1672 

103720 

0.83 

1.0 

PUERTO  RICAN 

292 

24968 

0.74 

0.9 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

869 

68449 

0.93 

1.0 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

20276 

2422581 

0.90 

1.0 

PRIVATE 

752 

80282 

1.11 

1.0 

CATHOLIC 

2310 

193430 

1.02 

1.0 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

5466 

655097 

0.93 

1.0 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6814 

787287 

0.86 

0.9 

SOUTH 

7004 

83133? 

0.91 

1.0 

WEST 

6054 

422577 

1.01 

1.0 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

7680 

889322 

0.81 

0.9 

ACADEMIC 

9448 

1062434 

1.08 

1.0 

VOCATIONAL 

6060 

727904 

0.81 

0.9 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

4924 

521879 

0.94 

1.0 

SUBURBAN 

11651 

1319216 

0.93 

1.0 

RURAL 

6763 

855198 

0.89 

1.0 

67 
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APPENDIX  E-24 


^■^^^^..^^y  AH  ISSUE  OF  SOME  IMPORTANCE  BEFORE  A  m 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLZC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23282 


11446 
11836 


4781 
10304 
5567 


16816 
3037 
321 
200 
1*63 
2V6 
863 


20224 
752 
2306 


5460 
6806 
6979 
4037 


7652 
9440 
6040 


4910 
11626 
6746 


2692270 


1337188 
1354081 


514302 
2228050 
641541 


2100086 
329632 
32809 
22849 
103325 
25402 
67988 


2417871 
80256 
193143 


654643 
786182 
828813 
421631 


886768 
1061951 
726083 


521037 
1316794 
853439 


0.79 


0.79 
0.79 


0.60 
0.77 
1.01 


0.80 
0.82 
0.80 
0.78 
0.63 
0.71 
0.76 


0.77 
1.07 
0.91 


0.78 
0.78 
0.74 
0.93 


0.67 
0.99 
0.65 


0.80 
0.81 
0.75 


1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
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APPENDIX  E-25 


THIS  YEAR  HON  OFTEN  HAVE  YOU  HEADED  GROUP  PROBLEM-SOLVING  DISCUSSIONS? 

(OsNEVER;  3=DFTEN ) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAHPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


23250 


2687208 


0.53 


0.9 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 


11426 
11824 


1334445 
1352764 


0.50 
0.56 


0.9 
0.9 


SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4769 
10296 
5565 


513507 
1226788 
640790 


0.45 
0.50 
0.64 


0.8 
0.9 
1.0 


RACE: 

NHITE  16805  2098125 

BLACK  3034  328688 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  322  32798 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  200  23001 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1650  102443 

PUERTO  RICAN  292  25020 

OTHER  HISPANIC  862  68190 


0.49 
0.74 
0.64 
0.49 
0.59 
0.53 
0.62 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


SCHOOL  TVPE2 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


20186 
752 
2312 


2413050 
80337 
193821 


0.52 
0.61 
0.56 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5460  654119 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6798  785214 

SOUTH  6969  828137 

WEST  4023  419738 


0.46 
0.51 
0.54 
0.65 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7648 
9427 
6025 


885571 
1060731 
724405 


0.44 
0.63 
0.50 


0.8 
1.0 
0.9 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4899 
11621 
6730 


51M43 
1316<*67 
851S93 

174 


0.59 
0.54 
0.48 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


APPENDIX  E-26 


THIS  YEAR  HON  OFTEN  HAVE  YOU  CHAIRED  A  MEETING' 
C0=NEVER?  3=0FTEN) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


23283 


11443 
11840 


4780 
10310 
5567 


168?1 
3043 
323 
200 
1656 
292 
862 


20222 
750 
2311 


5460 
6803 
6985 
4035 


7661 
9427 
6045 


4905 
11625 
6753 


2691169 


1336846 
1354323 


514561 
1228048 
641715 


2100369 
330103 
32871 
22849 

102653 
25109 
68136 


2417377 
80123 
193669 


654*57 
785723 
830262 
421027 


387343 
1060498 
726831 


520133 
1316615 
854421 

675 


0.46 


0.41 
0.51 


0.37 
0.44 
0.59 


0.44 
0.56 
0.56 
0.34 
0.48 
0.42 
0.42 


0.46 
0.49 
0.42 


0.37 
0.42 
0.52 
0.54 


0.35 
0.59 
0.39 


0.46 
0.44 
0.49 


0.9 


0.9 
1.0 


0.8 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 


0.8 
1.0 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


APPENDIX  E-27 


NAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  ATHLETIC  TEAMS  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR? 
(PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 


SAMPLE 
N 


21057 


10243 
10814 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2700527 


1336464 
1364063 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

57.2 


66.7 
47.8 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
52.8 


63.1 
42.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-4.3* 


-3.7* 
-5.0* 


SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4688 
10170 
5529 


15442 
2673 
2*3 
177 
1463 
236 
750 


18187 
662 
2208 


4705 
6273 
6498 
3581 


6853 
8764 
5326 


4264 
10497 
6296 


565012 
1350006 
707922 


2124719 
330287 
30409 
22420 
100935 
23196 
65144 


2430091 
78282 
192154 


619349 
804245 
862645 
414288 


882783 
1090463 
713083 


505342 
1307516 
887669 


46.1 
57.4 
66.7 


57.6 
57.8 
48.9 
60.1 
52.4 
44.0 
55.0 


56.2 
72.9 
63.3 


56.7 
60.0 
53.9 
59.1 


55.7 
64.3 
47.9 


51.5 
58.5 
58.4 


44.2 
52.1 
62.1 


52.4 
55.7 
50.0 
61.7 
52.3 
46.9 
51.3 


51.8 
69.4 
58.4 


53.2 
55.1 
49.3 
55 


50.4 
61.8 
42.0 


50.5 
53.1 
53.7 


-1.9 

-5.4* 

-4.6* 


-5.2* 

-2.2 
1.1 
1.5 

-0.0 
2.9 

-3.7 


-4.3* 

-3.5 

-4.9* 


-3.5* 
-5.0* 
-4.6* 
-4.0* 


-5.3* 
-2.5* 
-6.0* 


-1.0 

-5.4* 

-4.7* 


67  G 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-28 


-!!!!f?™INAL  C0HPARISONS  P0*  ™*E  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN 


1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LON 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
HE  ST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE". 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20395 


971S 
10677 


4571 
9S58 
5346 


15031 
2529 
277 
16S 
1403 
230 
723 


17596 
643 
2156 


4550 
6123 
6251 
3471 


6619 
6502 
5173 


4113 
10164 
6118 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2614437 


1267522 
1346916 


551850 
1306662 
683212 


2066692 
311348 
29602 
21538 
96904 
22376 
62382 


2350940 
75802 
187696 


598810 
783828 
829019 
402781 


853166 
1055251 
693244 


487348 
1264478 
862612 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


PERCENT 
15.0 


3.1 
26.2 


13.4 
15.9 
15.0 


15.0 
17.0 

S.9 
12.8 
13.4 

8.5 
15.3 


14.9 
15.2 
15.9 


11.9 
17.0 
15.7 
14.1 


13.8 
16.5 
14.2 


13.6 
13.2 
18.5 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
14.7 


4.4 
24.4 


12.4 
15.9 
14.9 


14.5 
17.9 

8.7 
14.9 
14.2 

7.4 
14.0 


14.7 
11.6 
15.8 


11.6 
16.5 
15.7 
13.8 


13.7 
16.8 
12.8 


13.1 
12.7 
18.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-0.3 


1.4* 
-1.8* 


-1.0 
-0.0 
-0.2 


-0.5 
0.8 
2.8 
2.1 
0.7 
-1.1 
-1.2 


-0.2 
-3.6 
-0.1 


-0.3 
-0.5 
-0.0 
-0.3 


-0.2 
0.3 
-1.3 


-0.5 
-0.5 
0.1 
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APPENDIX  E-29 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  DEBATING  OR  Off  AHA  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR? 

(PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 

SIXI 
HALE 
FEMALE 

MSI 

LOH 

HIODLE 
HISH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


tout 


9743 
10S79 


4545 
9616 
5140 


14965 
2512 
276 
164 
1407 
225 
719 


17524 
645 
2153 


4529 
6100 
6226 
5467 


6591 
6469 
5142 


4100 
10140 
6062 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2603094 


1269166 
1333926 


547238 
1300770 
662499 


2059906 
306721 
*9491 
20947 
96544 
22075 
61613 


2339573 
75673 
167647 


596635 
761051 
824283 
401125 


846222 
1053671 
688495 


485917 
1260345 
856632 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

10.6 


7.9 
13.5 


7.2 
9.7 
16.0 


11.2 
10.6 
6.2 
8.6 
5.8 
8.6 
6.7 


10.3 
20.8 
13.3 


10.4 
11.5 
10.1 
11.4 


6.8 

14.  v 
7.0 


10.7 
10.9 
10.7 


1962  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
13.6 


11.5 
15.7 


673 


10.2 
12.3 
19.5 


13.6 
14.3 
14.2 
10.8 
8.8 
11.1 
13.6 


13.0 
28.5 
14.9 


13.0 
13.3 
13.9 
14.6 


12.2 
18.5 
8.1 


12.4 
12.9 
15.5 


1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

2.6* 


3.5* 
2.1* 


2.9* 
2.6* 
3.5* 


2.6* 

3.6* 

6.0 

2.2 

3.0* 

2.5 

5.0* 


2.8* 
7.6* 
1.6 


2.6* 
1.8* 
3.8* 
3.1* 


3.4* 
3.5* 
1.0 


1.6 

1.9* 

4.8* 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-30 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  BAND  OR  ORCHESTRA  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR9 

( PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY  )  ? 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX  l 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESI 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


2030S 


9757 
10551 


4545 
9824 
5322 


14960 
2516 
273 
167 
1418 
227 
713 


1?533 
*9 
2136 


4514 
6102 
6231 
3461 


6602 
8462 
5141 


4105 
10122 
6081 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2602994 


1271559 
1331435 


547182 
1303109 
680951 


2057827 
309874 
29050 
21219 
97764 
22297 
61366 


2341314 
75877 
185803 


595650 
781417 
824707 
401220 


849770 
1051584 
668587 


486483 
1259525 
856986 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
HMO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

17.2 


15.3 
19.1 


11.7 
17.9 
21.0 


17.4 
17.6 
14.0 
17.5 
13.9 
14.4 
18.7 


18.0 
12.4 
10.0 


15.6 
20.5 
16.3 
15.3 


16.3 
21.0 
12.6 


14.4 
16.1 
20.5 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
14.8 


13.2 
16.3 


10.3 
15.7 
17.3 


14.8 
16.3 
13.6 
13.2 
11.9 
10.7 
14.1 


15.5 
9.6 
8.6 


13.0 
17.1 
14.8 
13.0 


14.0 
18.4 
10.3 


12.9 
13.7 
17.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-2.4* 


-2.1* 
-2.8* 


-1.4 

-2.2* 

-3.7* 


-2.6* 

-1.3 

-0.5 

-4.3 

-2.0 

-3.7 

-4.6 


-2.5* 

-2.7 

-1.3 


-2.6* 
-3.4* 
-1.5 
-2.3* 


-2.3* 
-2.6* 
-2.3* 


-1.6 

-2.5* 

-2.9* 
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APPENDIX  E-31 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  CHORUS  OR  DANCE  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR? 
(PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19800 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2538617 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

22.9 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
19.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DirFERENCE 

-3.1* 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


9476 
10324 


1235369 
1303228 


11.4 
33.8 


10.7 
28.4 


-0.8 
-5.4* 


SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE? 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4428 
9562 
5209 


14615 
2440 
268 
161 
1358 
222 
703 


17076 
638 
2086 


4413 
5950 
6058 
3379 


6438 
8261 
5004 


3986 
9893 
5921 


534809 
1268191 
665172 


2009519 
300203 
28267 
20826 
93181 
21726 
61314 


2282497 
74412 
181708 


581999 
761758 
801839 
392970 


829596 
1025474 
671023 


472995 
1231180 
834442 


22.8 
22.2 
24.3 


21.8 
31.4 
21.5 
18.0 
20.0 
23.3 
24.6 


22.7 
30.3 
22.4 


22.2 
24.8 
22.5 
21.1 


22.0 
24.9 
20.9 


23.1 
21.9 
24.3 


630 


18.4 
19.4 
21.5 


18.8 
28.0 
16.3 
16.2 
15.5 
21.5 
19.9 


19.6 
29.1 
18.3 


18.8 
21.0 
19.6 
19.2 


19.3 
22.7 
16.0 


19.9 
19.0 
20.8 


-4.4* 
-2.8* 
-2.9* 


-3.0* 

-3.4 

-5.2 

-1.8 

-4.5* 

-1.8 

-4.7 


-3.1* 

-1.3 

-4.1* 


-3.5* 
-3.8* 
-2.9* 
-1.9 


-2.7* 
-2.3* 
-4.9* 


-3.2* 
-2.9* 
-3.5* 


ERLC 


APPENDIX; E-32 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


LONGITU)INAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


20420 


9806 
10614 


4572 
9870 
5348 


15043 
2534 
273 
172 
1410 
228 
726 


17632 
647 
2141 


4540 
6115 
6281 
3484 


6642 
8487 
5190 


4111 
10168 
6141 


WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

H  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


PERCENT 
2617033  20.7 


1278036  24.3 
1338998  17.2 


551203  19.1 
1308037  21.3 
684146  20.7 


2068640  2o.5 

311779  20.0 

29302  26.5 

22048  22.9 

96795  23.0 

22510  1^.8 

62363  25.4 


2354664  20.6 
75905  23.1 
186464  20.3 


597523  19.9 

783271  20.2 

832361  20.0 

403879  24.1 


855525  21.3 
1053359  19.4 
695309  21.9 


486692  21.0 
1264832  20.6 
865510  2Q.7 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
19.4 


22.7 
16.2 


17.4 
20.0 
19.9 


19.2 
18.5 
24.8 
21.1 
22.5 
14.9 
24.0 


19.4 
17.3 
20.4 


20.1 
18.0 
17.9 
24.0 


19.5 
18.9 
19.9 


19.5 
19.8 
18.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-1.3* 


-1.6* 
-1.0 


-1.8 
-1.3 
-0.8 


-1.3* 
-1.5 
-1.7 
-1.8 
-0.5 
0.0 
-1.4 


-1.3* 
-5.8 
0.0 


0.3 
-2.2* 
-2.2* 
-0.1 


-1.7 
-0.5 
-1.9 


-1.4 
-0.8 
-2.0* 
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APPENDIX  E-33 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  SCHOOL  SUBJECT-MATTER  CLUBS  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YIAR? 

! PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES' 
LON 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20437 


9777 
10660 


4580 
9875 
5356 


15042 
2543 
277 
169 
1421 
227 
724 


17628 
649 
2160 


4537 
6125 
6293 
3482 


6641 
8536 
5159 


4121 
10168 
6128 


NEIGHTEO 
N 


2616685 


1273689 
1342996 


551990 
1307159 
684000 


2067669 
312601 
29600 
21684 
97252 
22271 
62011 


2352259 
76276 
188149 


597519 
783790 
832187 
403189 


854860 
1058590 
690546 


487192 
1266200 
863292 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

26.9 


23.6 
30.1 


26.2 
27.1 
27.1 


26.2 
28.9 
31.0 
35.0 
28.7 
26.7 
31.8 


26.8 
28.3 
27.7 


21.1 
26.4 
31.0 
28.2 


25.6 
29.8 
24.1 


25.6 
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1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
20.9 


16.0 
25.5 


19.8 
20.9 
22.4 


19.9 
25.4 
29.3 
19.7 
21.6 
17.5 
28.7 


21.1 
15.5 
20.6 


17.2 
18.2 
26.4 
20.3 


16.8 
25.9 
18.2 


21.1 
19.7 
22.5 


1982-1980 
OIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-6.0* 


-7.5* 
-4.6* 


-6.4* 
-6.2* 
-4.7* 


-6.4* 
-3.5* 
-1.7 
-15.3* 
-7.1* 
-9.2 
-3.1 


-5.7* 
-12.8* 
-7.1* 


-3.9* 
-8.2* 
-4.6* 
-7.9* 


-8.8* 
-3.9* 
-5.9* 


-4.4* 
-5.5* 
-7.7* 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-34 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  CLUBS  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR9 
 < PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20431 


9793 
1063S 


4595 
9877 
5336 


15042 
2541 
279 
16S 
1417 
227 
724 


1763S 
645 
2148 


4529 
6115 
6304 
3483 


6640 
8498 
5190 


4108 
10183 
6140 


WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  NHD  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


PERCENT 
2619250  1^.3 


1277871  ii  7 

1341378  16.9 


5547?3  19.0 
1308966  15#5 
682668  8.1 


20*9181  13.8 

313401  ie#2 

29940  5  ^ 

21621  22.6 

97204  15 . 6 

22248  7.1 

62204  15.8 


2356366  15.5 
75899  7.6 
186985  3.0 


596076  7.3 

783242  12 . 2 

835966  23.5 

403966  9.9 


855683  I6.3 
1054827  8  5 

695762  20.6 


486595  8  5 

1266993  io#7 
865661  23.0 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
24.3 


20.7 
27.8 


33.0 
26.0 
14.0 


23.0 
33.6 
9.2 
32.0 
29.3 
12.3 
25.4 


26.4 
9.5 
4.1 


11.3 
20.6 
40.8 
16.7 


23.7 
13.1 
42.0 


19.9 
19.5 
33.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

10.011 


9.0* 
10.9* 


14. 0« 
10.5* 
5.8* 


9.2* 
15.4* 
3.9 
9.4 
13.7* 
5.2 
9.5* 


11.0* 
2.0 
1.2 


3.9* 
8.4* 
17.4* 
6.8* 


7.4* 
4.6* 
21.4* 


11.4* 
8.8* 
10.9* 


683 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-35 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  YOUTH  ORGANIZATIONS  IN  THE  COMMUNITY  OR  JUNIOR  ACHIEVEMENT  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR? 

(PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  iti  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20539 


9844 
10695 


4602 
9922 
5387 


15117 
2559 
277 
170 
1425 
230 
728 


17720 
648 
2171 


4574 
6151 
6319 
3495 


6661 
8580 
5195 


4156 
10233 
6150 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2632197 


1284185 
1348012 


554706 
1314601 
689844 


2079071 
315248 
29631 
21657 
98072 
22352 
62716 


2367412 
76082 
188703 


601707 
787536 
837444 
405511 


857539 
1065514 
696254 


492494 
1272470 
867233 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

24,7 


24,7 
24.6 


19.1 
25.1 
28.8 


24.4 
28.7 
22.8 
23.6 
19.6 
14.4 
24.5 


24.4 
21.2 
29.9 


24.4 
26.8 
22.8 
24.8 


22.7 
28.5 
21.2 


27.5 
24.0 
24.0 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
20.8 


20.8 
20.8 


684 


17.5 
20.8 
23.7 


19.7 
28.5 
17.0 
19.3 
20.9 
21.7 
17.2 


20.9 
13.6 
22.6 


21.1 
21.1 
19.8 
21.6 


17.3 
24.9 
19.0 


24.1 
19.9 
20.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-3.9* 


-3.9* 
-3.9* 


-1.7 

-4.3* 

-5.0* 


-4.7* 
-0.2 
-5.7 
-4.3 
1.4 
7.3 
-7.3* 


-3.5* 
-7.6* 
-7.2* 


-3.2* 
-5.6* 
-3.0* 
-3.2* 


-5.4* 
-3.6* 
-2.2* 


-3.3* 
-4.1* 
-3.9* 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-36 


HAVE  YOU  PARTICIPATED  IN  CHURCH  ACTIVITIES*  INCLUDING  YOUTH  GROUPS,  EITHER  IN  OR  OUT  OF  SCHOOL  THIS  YEAR? 
  f PERCENT  PARTICIPATED  ACTIVELY)  J 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SW 
LOU 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

AS I AN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20475 


9790 
10685 


4592 
9884 
5380 


15086 
2542 
276 
169 
1414 
230 
725 


17670 
653 
2152 


4552 
6131 
6311 
3481 


6644 
8553 
5177 


4132 
10194 
6149 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2626171 


1277498 
1348673 


554369 
1310739 
688670 


2075748 
313654 
29490 
21349 
97425 
22577 
62478 


2361390 
77152 
187628 


600686 
785597 
836095 
403792 


856265 
1063935 
693285 


490031 
1268322 
867818 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

41.0 


34.9 
46.8 


36.6 
41.3 
44.6 


41.0 
46.5 
32.5 
35.7 
33.8 
33.7 
33.7 


41.3 
49.0 
34.1 


32.5 
40.4 
49.2 
38.1 


39.2 
45.9 
35.9 


39.3 
37.8 
46.6 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
37.6 


33.1 
42.0 


33.6 
38.4 
39.9 


36.4 
47.9 
34.8 
31.5 
37.1 
28.3 
33.3 


38.0 
44.1 
29.8 


27.9 
36.6 
45.7 
37.6 


34.7 
43.1 
32.9 


36.7 
34.3 
43.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-3.4* 


-1.8* 
-4.8* 


-3.1* 
-3.0* 
-4.7* 


-4.6* 
1.4 
2.2 

-4.2 
3.3 

-5.4 

-0.5 


-3.3* 

-4.9 

-4.4* 


-4.6* 
-3.8* 
-3.5* 
-0.5 


-4.5* 
-2.8* 
-3.0* 


-2.6 

-3.5* 

-3.6* 
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ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-37 


of  the  monet  that  you  earn*  hom  much  do  you  usually  use  to  buy  or  do  things— to  go  out  on  dates i  buy  clothes »  etc? 

(o=none;  3=most) 


1932  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


NEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


17933 


2112452 


1.73 


0.8 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


8986 
8997 


1062864 
1049538 


1.76 
1.79 


0.8 
0.8 


SES: 

LOW  3395 

MIDDLE  8202 

HIGH  4442 

RACE: 

WHITE  13708 

BLACK  1870 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  216 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  135 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1188 

PUERTO  RICAN  191 

OTHER  HISPANIC  620 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  15744 

PRIVATE  494 

CATHOLIC  1745 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION i 

NORTHEAST  4222 

NORTH  CENTRAL  5462 

SOUTH  5141 

WEST  3158 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  5824 

ACADEMIC  7279 

VOCATIONAL  4767 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  3516 

SUBURBAN  9319 

RURAL  5148 


367376 
989581 
522509 


1718521 
205063 
22927 
15876 
75661 
16341 
51923 


1897888 
53995 
155569 


521053 
638676 
614164 
338558 


682712 
837497 
579816 


381201 
1075286 
655965 

R8R 


1.78 
1.77 
1.78 


1.75 
1.93 
1.70 
1.77 
1.82 
1.99 
1.89 


1.77 
1.82 
1.83 


1.80 
1.76 
1.82 
1.70 


1.80 
1.77 
1.75 


1.83 
1.78 
1.74 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-38 


OF  THE  MONEY  THAT  YOU  EARN,  HON  MUCH  DO  YOU  USUALLY  USE  FOR  CAR  EXPENSES,  CAR  LOANS,  TO  BUY  GASOLINE* 

co=none;  3=mostj 


1982 

SFMTnps 

SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

N 

Mr  AM 

11  CAN 

e  n 

5.D 

TOTAL 

17803 

2093213 

1.19 

1.0 

SEX: 

MALE 

8930 

1056808 

1  A 

X  *  u 

FEMALE 

8873 

1036405 

0*94 

i  n 

X  •  w 

SESi 

LOH 

3353 

363523 

1.14 

1.1 

MZOOLE 

8147 

983636 

l.u 

HIGH 

4392 

517201 

1 .10 

A  Q 

RACE: 

WHITE 

13604 

1706137 

1.24 

1.0 

BLACK 

1828* 

9AA91 7 

A  Ofl 

u  •  SO 

1.0 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

214 

22630 

0  Q9 

i  n 

1  •V 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

135 

15931 

1  99 

1  A 

1.0 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1176 

75135 

1.26 

1.1 

PUERTO  RICAN 

184 

15926 

0.69 

1.0 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

608 

51376 

1.19 

1.0 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

15602 

1881331 

1.21 

1.0 

PRIVATE 

483 

58232 

0.90 

0.9 

CATHOLIC 

1718 

153650 

0.99 

0.9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4168 

515575 

0.96 

1.0 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5415 

633822 

1.22 

1.0 

SOUTH 

5089 

608424 

1.31 

1.0 

NEST 

3131 

335392 

1.25 

1.0 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

5781 

678054 

1.28 

1.0 

ACADEMIC 

7200 

829455 

1.01 

0.9 

VOCATIONAL 

4713 

573913 

1.33 

1.1 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3468 

376539 

0.98 

1.0 

SUBURBAN 

9217 

1064639 

1.20 

1.0 

RURAL 

5118 

652034 

1.28 

1.0 
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ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-39 


OF  THE  MONEY  THAT  YOU  EARN,  HON  MUCH  DO  YOU  USUALLY  SAVE  FOR  ANOTHER  PURPOSE ? 

(o-none;  3=most  > 


1982  SENIORS 


UCTdTTCn 

He I  ml  T tD 

u 
n 

u 
rl 

MEAN 

S.D 

TOTAL 

15416 

1816697 

0.85 

1.0 

SEX: 

MALE 

9079oO 

0.81 

1.0 

FEMALE 

'7766 

909209 

0.89 

1.1 

oco  • 

LDH 

n  a  A  ft  ft 
316900 

0.87 

1.1 

MIDDLE 

7  OA.  A. 

851701 

0.87 

1.0 

HIGH 

3842 

453168 

0 .80 

i  n 

RACE: 

WHITE 

11863 

1489976 

0.84 

1.0 

SLACK 

1546 

168799 

0.87 

1.1 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

180 

19184 

0.82 

1.0 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

116 

14021 

1.02 

1.1 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

983 

62701 

0.89 

1.0 

PUERTO  RICAN 

165 

13953 

0.89 

1.1 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

516 

43004 

0.93 

1.1 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

13504 

1633574 

0.85 

1.0 

PRIVATE 

421 

51297 

0.94 

1.1 

CATHOLIC 

1491 

131826 

0.81 

1.0 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

3603 

445290 

0.85 

1.0 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

4702 

551346 

0.84 

1.1 

SOUTH 

4394 

526735 

0.82 

1.0 

HE  ST 

2717 

293327 

0.92 

1.0 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

4984 

585239 

0.90 

1.1 

ACADEMIC 

6265 

723725 

0.71 

1.0 

VOCATIONAL 

4082 

498215 

1.00 

1.1 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

2993 

324910 

0.88 

1.1 

SUBURBAN 

8021 

927045 

0.84 

1.0 

RURAL 

4402 

564742 

0.84 

1.0 

C32 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-40 


OF  THE  MONEY  THAT  YOU  EARN,  HON  MUCH  DO  YOU  USUALLY  SAVE  TO  USE  FOR  COLLEGE  OR  OTHER  TRAINING  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
 _____  <0=NCNEJ  3= MOST) 

1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
UNITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17580 


8757 
8823 


3321 
8021 
4371 


13416 
1825 
212 
132 
1154 
183 
605 


15383 
480 
1717 


4130 
5336 
5039 
3075 


5668 
7162 
4643 


3440 
9107 
5033 


NEIGHTEO 
N 


2065988 


1036395 
1029593 


359668 
968574 
514865 


1682087 
199870 
22601 
15617 
73405 
15768 
50962 


1854016 
58070 
153902 


510564 
623901 
602548 
328976 


663558 
825456 
565287 


373901 
1050881 
641206 


MEAN 


0.76 


0.67 
0.85 


0.50 
0.74 
1.02 


0.78 
0.69 
1.06 
0.51 
0.52 
0.65 
0.58 


0.74 
0.74 
1.01 


0.84 
0.85 
0.60 
0.74 


0.54 
1.09 
0.52 


0.73 
0.80 
0.70 


S.O. 
1.0 


0.9 
1.0 


0.8 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
1.1 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


0.8 
1.0 
0.8 


0.9 
1.0 
0.9 


689 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-41 


OF  THE  HONEY  THAT  YOU  EARN*  HOW  MUCH  DO  YOU  USUALLY  USE  FOR  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

COsNONE;  3=M09T) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 

WEIGHTED 

N 

N 

MEAN 

S.D 

TOTAL 

17721 

2081659 

0.45 

0.6 

SEX: 

HALE 

8852 

1047461 

0.39 

FEHALE 

8869 

1034199 

0.51 

0.6 

SES: 

LOW 

3349 

362545 

0*59 

0  7 

HZDDLE 

8089 

9766  98 

n  At 

HIGH 

4387 

515994 

0.36 

0.6 

RACE: 

WHITE 

13513 

1693712 

0.39 

0.6 

BLACK 

1845 

202416 

0.82 

0.7 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

214 

22731 

0.68 

0.7 

AHERICAN  INDIAN 

132 

15617 

0.52 

0.7 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 

1169 

74650 

0.58 

0.6 

PUERTO  RICAN 

184 

15613 

0.60 

0.7 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

611 

51199 

0.53 

0.7 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC 

15511 

1869698 

0.44 

0.6 

PRIVATE 

485 

57993 

0.33 

0.6 

CATHOLIC 

1725 

153968 

0.60 

0.7 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST 

4156 

513061 

0.38 

0.6 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

5384 

629606 

0.43 

0.6 

SOUTH 

5080 

606986 

0.54 

0.7 

NEST 

3101 

332007 

0.44 

0.6 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL 

5734 

671660 

0.42 

0.6 

ACADEMIC 

7182 

826780 

0.45 

0.6 

VOCATIONAL 

4696 

571268 

0.48 

0.6 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

3475 

377217 

0.57 

0.7 

SUBURBAN 

9171 

1058168 

0.41 

0.6 

RURAL 

5075 

646274 

0.45 

0.6 
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APPENDIX  E-42 


DF  THE  MONEY  THAT  YOU  EARN,  H0W  MUCH  DO  YOU^ USUALLY  GIVETO  YOUR  FAMILY  TO  HELP  SUPPORT  THE  HOUSEHOLD? 


191.2  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17441 


8666 
8755 


3336 
7941 
4300 


13259 
1828 
211 
131 
1166 
182 
610 


15264 
471 
1706 


4091 
5284 
5020 
3046 


5646 
7065 
4621 


3442 
9003 
4996 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2048407 


1026854 
1021554 


361171 
958402 
506685 


1662852 
200331 
22515 
15518 
74402 
15760 
51226 


1839621 
56883 
151904 


505299 
618147 
599679 
325282 


662084 
813073 
561391 


374268 
1037269 
636870 


MEAN 


0.40 


0.41 
0.40 


0,73 
0.36 
0.17 


0.29 
1.00 
0.50 
0.57 
1.00 
1.05 
0.58 


0.42 
0.20 
0.27 


0.40 
0.29 
0.53 
0.38 


0.42 
0.27 
0.56 


0.59 
0.34 
0.39 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.9 
0.7 
0.7 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.5 
0.5 


0.7 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.7 


691 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-43 


MOM  OFTEN  DO  YOU  SPEW)  TIME  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL  WITH  FRIENDS  AT  A  FATHERING  PLACE  OR  TALKING  ON  THE  TELEPHONE? 

(ObRARELY  OR  NEVER  I  3»EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY) 

LONSITUJINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  19S2 


SAMPLE 
N 

NEIOHTED 
N 

1960  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

1962  SENIORS 

MEAN 

POOLED 

1962-1960 

EFFECT 

s.o. 

MEAN 

S.O. 

9.11  • 

lllr  rCKENCE 

3IZF 

TOTAL 

20694 

E660136 

2.45 

0.6 

2.66 

0.7 

A  9H 

JKXI 

MALI 

1007S 

1315065 

2.31 

0.9 

2.66 

0.7 

II  M 

0.4* 

0.5 

FEMALE 

10SEE 

1365071 

2.60 

0.6 

2.67 

0.7 

A  7 

n  i  m 

v.l* 

0.1 

tat 

LON 

W7 

558875 

2.31 

1.0 

2.54 

0.8 

0.9 

0.2* 

0.3 

moou 

10145 

1347057 

2.46 

0.6 

2.69 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.3 

mm 

5491 

70S715 

2.54 

0.6 

2.79 

0.5 

ft  7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.4 

MACft 

WHITE 

15364 

E115230 

2.47 

0.6 

2.71 

0.6 

0.7 

0.2» 

0.3 

DLAOC 

E6E1 

3E3149 

2.49 

0.9 

2.55 

0.6 

0.6 

0.1 

0.1 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 

EDO 

30215 

2.21 

0.9 

2.47 

0.6 

0.9 

0.3» 

0.3 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

174 

22291 

2.17 

1.0 

2.60 

0.6 

0.9 

0.4* 

0.5 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1437 

96920 

2.27 

1.0 

2.46 

0.6 

0.9 

0.2» 

0.2 

PUERTO  RICAN 

236 

23452 

2.17 

1.0 

2.56 

0.8 

0.9 

0.4» 

0.4 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

711 

63617 

2.40 

0.9 

2.59 

0.6 

0.6 

0.2» 

0.2 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUDUC 

16053 

2412006 

2.44 

0.9 

2.67 

0.7 

0.6 

0.2« 

0.3 

PRIVATE 

655 

77074 

2.50 

0.6 

2.79 

0.6 

0.7 

0.3* 

0.4 

CATHOLIC 

2166 

191055 

2.57 

0.6 

2.78 

0.5 

0.7 

0.2» 

0.3 

•tOSRAPtfIC  RESIGN: 

NORTHEAST 

4710 

620677 

2.50 

0.6 

2.71 

0.6 

0.7 

0.2» 

0.3 

NORTH  CENTRAL 

6E01 

796756 

2.43 

0.6 

2.69 

0.7 

0.6 

0.3« 

0.4 

SOUTH 
NEST 

6440 

651736 

2.47 

0.6 

2.65 

0.7 

0.6 

0.2» 

0.2 

3543 

410964 

2.41 

0.9 

2.66 

0.7 

0.6 

0.3» 

0.3 

cmncuuMt 

•ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 

6779 

675004 

2.43 

0.9 

2.67 

0,7 

0.6 

0.2* 

0.3 

8736 

1066414 

2.47 

0.6 

2.73 

0.6 

0.7 

0.3* 

0.4 

VOCATIONAL 

5262 

704267 

2.46 

0.9 

2.61 

0.7 

0.6 

0.1» 

0.2 

muim  TYPE* 

RURAL**11 

4176 

492364 

2.53 

0.6 

2.64 

0.7 

0.6 

0.1» 

0.1 

10435 

1301171 

2.51 

0.6 

2.71 

0.7 

0.7 

0.2* 

0.3 

6ES3 

666601 

2.32 

•'602  *" 

0.7 

0.8 

0.3* 

0.4 

ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-44 


HOM  OFTEN  DO  YOU  SPEND  TIME  OUTSIDE  DF  SCHOOL  GOING  OUT  ON  DATES? 
( 0=RARELY  OP  NEVER  I  3=EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEXs 
KALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOU 

MIODLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20017 


9585 
10432 


4442 
9699 
5321 


14833 
2441 
271 
162 
1365 
224 
694 


17264 
636 
2117 


4509 
5992 
6127 
3389 


6477 
8446 
4992 


3971 
10027 
6019 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2568570 


1250873 
1317697 


536525 
1285482 
682340 


2040823 
299140 
29266 
20717 
93977 
21696 
60183 


2309534 
74105 
184930 


593603 
770612 
809612 
394743 


835487 
1052515 
667660 


468030 
1250527 
850012 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.00 


0.99 
1.01 


0.90 
1.02 
1.04 


1.02 
0.94 
0.56 
0.91 
0.93 
0.73 
1.09 


1.00 
0.98 
0.94 


1.02 
0.95 
1.07 
0.92 


1.02 
0.92 
1.09 


1.01 
1.00 
0.99 


S.O. 
0.9 


0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 
1.56 


1.56 
1.56 


1.45 
1.60 
1.57 


1.60 
1.39 
1.05 
1.36 
1.44 
1.36 
1.61 


1.56 
1.53 
1.52 


1.58 
1.54 
1.59 
1.48 


1.59 
1.48 
1.63 


1.53 
1.57 
1.55 


S.O. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0.9 


0.9 
1.0 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
1.0 


0.9 
C.9 
0.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.6* 


0.6* 
0.5* 


0.5* 
0.6* 
0.5* 


0.6* 
0.4* 
0.5* 
0.4* 
0.5* 
0.6* 
0.5* 


0.6* 
0.6* 
0.6* 


0.6* 
0.6* 
0.5* 
0.6* 


0.6* 
0.6* 
0.5* 


0.5* 
0.6* 
0.6* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


Ma 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-45 


HOW  OFTEN  00  YOU  SPEND  TIME  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL  JUST  DRIVING  OR  RIDING  AROUND? 
( O-RARELY  OR  NEVER;  3=EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

AS  I  AN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20472 


9830 
10642 


454S 
9939 
5420 


15121 
2521 
272 
169 
1407 
234 
719 


17669 
655 
214S 


4600 
6104 
6295 
3473 


6622 
B611 
5127 


4079 
10247 
6146 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2626632 


12S4304 
1342328 


547167 
1320670 
693400 


2079917 
309643 
29444 
21622 
96666 
23066 
62406 


2361663 
77264 
167466 


605777 
764296 
633426 
403133 


655366 
1072009 
665224 


461944 
1277556 
867132 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.24 


1.32 
1.16 


1.12 
1.29 
1.25 


1.27 
1.05 
0.90 
1.34 
1.26 
0.81 
1.34 


1.25 
1.17 
1.09 


1.04 
1.26 
1.35 
1.26 


1.35 
1.08 
1.34 


1.12 
1.23 
1.31 


S.O. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


11 691 


MEAN 
1.72 


1.79 
1.65 


1.59 
1.77 
1.74 


1.77 
1.44 
1.37 
1.86 
1.69 
1.29 
1.65 


1.72 
1.57 
1.74 


1.68 
1.73 
1.75 
1.69 


1.81 
1.62 
1.77 


1.54 
1.74 
1.79 


S.O. 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


POOLED 
S.O. 

1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 

1.1 


1.1 

1.0 
1.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.5* 


0.5* 
0.5* 


0.5* 
0.5* 
0.5* 


0.5* 
0.4* 
0.5* 
0.5* 
0.4* 
0.5* 
0.3* 


0.5* 
0.4* 
0.7* 


0.6* 
0.5* 
0.4* 
0.4* 


0.5* 
0.5* 
0.4* 


0.4* 
0.5* 
0.5* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.7 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


ERLC 


A^PEtfDIX  E-46 


HOW  OFTEN  DO  YOU  SPEND  TIME  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL  THINKING  OR  DAYDREAMING  ALONE? 
CO=RARELY  OR  NEVER t  3=EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  TN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19704 


9481 
10223 


4324 
9586 
5252 


14635 
2382 
264 
162 
1335 
212 
689 


17011 
626 
2067 


4455 
5913 
6008 
3328 


6359 
8308 
4926 


3868 
9898 
5918 


2531092 


1239202 
1291889 


521731 
1272834 
673811 


2014244 
293127 
28684 
20992 
91706 
20109 
59580 


2276914 
73079 
181098 


586583 
761145 
795316 
388047 


822124 
1035236 
659852 


459287 
1237186 
834618 


MEAN 
1.92 


1.65 
2.18 


1.81 
1.90 
2.05 


1.96 
1.77 
1.77 
1.73 
1.69 
1.60 
1.80 


1.90 
2.11 
2.05 


1.89 
1.95 
1.92 
1.91 


1.86 
2.04 
1.82 


1.85 
1.94 
1.93 


S.D. 
1.2 


1.2 
31.1 


1.2 
1.2 
1.1 


1.1 
1.3 
1.1 
1.3 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.0 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 


1.2 


MEAN 
1.99 


1.81 
2.17 


1.88 
1.98 
2.12 


2.02 
1.93 
1.89 
1.85 
1.78 
1.63 
1.82 


1.97 
2.16 
2.17 


2.00 
2.03 
1.95 
1.99 


1.95 
2.11 
1.86 


1.94 
2.02 
1.98 


S.D. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.1 


1.2 
1.0 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.2* 
-0.0 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.2 
1.1 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.1 

0.1* 

0.1* 


0.1* 

0.2* 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.0 

0.0 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 

0.1 


0.1* 
0.1* 

O.P 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
-0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


695 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-47 


HON  OFTEN  DO  YOU  SPEND  TINE  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL  TALKING  WITH  YOUR  MOTHER  OR  FATHER  ABOUT  PERSONAL  EXPERIENCES? 

(0=RARELY  OR  NEVER 5  3=EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN -AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


200G4 


9652 
10432 


4406 
9760 
5355 


14926 
2435 
263 
166 
1349 
217 
699 


17324 
637 
2123 


4539 
6023 
6137 
3365 


6490 
6466 
5020 


3979 
10057 
6046 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2579337 


1261033 
1316304 


532939 
1295565 
666104 


2052116 
299963 
26009 
21403 
92696 
21235 
60467 


2317766 
74417 
167134 


597265 
774925 
612927 
394220 


639527 
1055664 
670776 


470256 
1255666 
653215 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.26 


1.07 
1.45 


1.05 
1.26 
1.46 


1.29 
1.15 
1.27 
1.14 
1.11 
1.05 
1.24 


1.26 
1.45 
1.30 


1.23 
1.26 
1.23 
1.36 


1.13 
1.45 
1.15 


1.29 
1.26 
1.23 


S.O. 
1.1 

1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.2 
1.2 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


69 


MEAN 
2.43 


2.32 
2.54 


2.32 
2.43 
2.55 


2.46 
2.32 
2.34 
2.32 
2.34 
2.27 
2.37 


2.42 
2.51 
2.57 


2.41 
2.47 
2.42 
2.41 


2.34 
2.55 
2.36 


2.41 
2.44 
p  2.43 


S.O. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 


1.0 
0.9 
0.6 


0.9 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


POOLED 
S.O. 

1.0 


1.0 
1.0 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 

1.1 
1.1 
1.1 

1.0 

1.1 
1.1 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

1.2* 


1.2* 
1.1* 


1.3* 
1.2* 
1.1* 


1.2* 
1.2* 
1.1* 
1.2* 
1.2* 
1.2* 
1.1* 


1.2* 
1.1* 
1.3* 


1.2* 
1.2* 
1.2* 
1.1* 


1.2* 
1.1* 
1.2* 


1.1* 
1.2* 
1.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

1.1 


1.2 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.3 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.0 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-48 


HOM  OFTEN  DO  YOU  SPEND  TIME  OUTSIDE  OF  SCHOOL  READING  THE  FRONT  PAGE  OF  THE  NEWSPAPER* 
  i?;^^  °*  NEVERI  3=EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY)  NEWSPAPER. 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20629 


9898 
10731 


4572 
10022 
5456 


15251 
2538 
273 
171 
1412 
230 
725 


17810 
657 
2162 


4659 
6140 
6328 
3502 


6696 
8658 
5162 


4104 
10310 
6215 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2647932 


1294007 
1353925 


550929 
1331197 
698803 


2097844 
312277 
29424 
21843 
97021 
22679 
63598 


2380820 
77244 
189867 


613714 
789766 
837850 
406602 


665330 
1078062 
690533 


485519 
1285771 
876643 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
1.74 


1.81 
1.67 


1.76 
1.71 
1.89 
1.49 
1.52 
1.68 
1.62 


1.72 
1.77 
2.00 


1.93 
1.79 
1.59 
1.64 


1.60 
1.96 
1.57 


1.83 
1.71 
1.72 


S.D. 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 


1.46  1.2 
1.75  1.2 
1.97  1.1 


1.2 
1.2 
1.1 
1.3 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.96 


2.01 
1.92 


1.75 
1.97 
2.15 


1.98 
1.97 
2.02 
1.87 
1.75 
1.81 
1.86 


1.94 
2.03 
2.18 


2.11 
2.03 
1.82 
1.90 


1.85 
2.15 
1.83 


2.03 
1.95 
1.95 


S.D. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 


1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
7..1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.0 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.2 


1.2 
1.1 
1.2 


1.1 
1.2 
1.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 

0.3* 

0.1 

0.4 

0.2* 

0.1 

0.2* 


0.2* 
0.3* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
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ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-49 


HOW  OFTEN  DO  YOU  SPEND  TIME  OUTSIDE  DP  SCHOOL  READING  FOR  PLEASURE? 
(OsRARELY  OR  NEVER I  3=EVERY  DAY  OR  ALMOST  EVERY  DAY I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


SAMPLE 
N 


20445 


9613 
10632 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2623562 


1262191 
1341370 


196C  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.22 


1.02 
1.42 


S.D. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


MEAN 
1.43 


1.26 
1.59 


S.D. 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 


POOLED 
S.D. 

1*1 


1.1 
1.1 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


0.3* 
0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


SE3: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4530 
9922 
5414 


545179 
1316693 
694657 


1.10 
1.20 
1.36 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.32 
1.40 
1.60 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


RACE' 

WHITE  15120  2079607  1.21  1.2 

BLACK  2521  310144  1.34  1.1 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  274  29499  1.45  1.1 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  165  21161  JL.19  1.2 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1366  95046  0.99  1.0 

PUERTO  RICAN  232  22547  1.15  1.1 

OTHER  HISPANIC  716  62109  1.09  1.1 


1.44 
1.46 
1.55 
1.55 
1.22 
1.45 
1.36 


1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 


0.2* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.4 

0.2* 

0.3 

0.3* 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


SCHOOL  TYPE! 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


17641 
654 
2150 


2356461 
77046 
166055 


1.22 
1.30 
1.23 


1.1 
1.2 
1.1 


1.43 
1.52 
1.49 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4631 
6096 
6270 
3446 


600997 
764760 
629913 
399692 


1.21 
1.22 
1.20 
1.27 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.45 
1.45 
1.36 
1.53 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 
0.3* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6605 
6631 
5099 


653462 
1074601 
661425 


1.06 
1.44 
1.05 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.31 
1.64 
1.27 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4076 
10223 
6146 


461167 
1275123 
667271 


1.26 
1.16 
1.25 


1.1 
1.1 
1.2 
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1.49 
1.42 
1.42 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


1.1 
1.1 
1.1 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-50 


YOUR  CLOSEST  FRIEND  WHO  IS  A  SOPHOMORE  GETS  GOOD  GRADES 
C PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20553 


9873 
106B0 


4540 
9966 
5443 


15204 
2538 
271 
162 
1393 
235 
724 


17738 
649 
2166 


4664 
6120 
6312 
3457 


6680 
8630 
5133 


4066 
10276 
6211 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2637845 


1290724 
1347122 


546445 
1326955 
696628 


2091249 
313043 
29115 
20936 
94767 
23241 
62784 


2371389 
76629 
189828 


613835 
786788 
835913 
401309 


862309 
1073603 
688006 


480289 
1280628 
976927 


1980  SOPH01  ORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

83.5 


80.7 
86.1 


79.5 
83.2 
87.4 


83.5 
84.4 
83.0 
89.1 
80.8 
81.1 
82.5 


83.2 
85.6 
86.0 


81.8 
83.4 
85.6 
81.9 


80.8 
88.1 
79.7 


82.0 
83.4 
84.4 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
87.5 


84.0 
90.9 


85.7 
87.3 
89.4 


87.7 
88.0 
86.8 
86.1 
84.8 
82.5 
86.0 


87.3 
88.7 
89.3 


87.2 
87.3 
88.4 
86.4 


85.2 
90.3 
86.1 


87.4 
87.4 
87.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

4.0* 


3.2* 
4.8* 


6.2* 
4.1* 
1.9* 


4.2* 
3.6* 
3.8 
-3.1 
3.9* 
1.4 
3.5 


4.1* 

3.0 

3.3* 


5.5* 
4.0* 
2.8* 
4.6* 


4.4* 
2.2* 
6.4* 


5.4* 
4.0* 
3.3* 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-51 


YOUR  CLOSEST  FRIEND  WHO  IS  A  SOPHOMORE  PLANS  TO  60  TO  COLLEGE 

( PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
REST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20093 


9622 
10471 


4404 
9775 
5367 


14910 
2450 
262 
160 
1351 
223 
709 


17330 
650 
2113 


4567 
5990 
6176 
3360 


650S 
849S 
4986 


3956 
10059 
6078 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2580109 


1258983 
1321126 


529794 
1300121 
686376 


2050399 
301963 
28091 
20584 
91924 
22121 
62089 


2318517 
75862 
185730 


602561 
769960 
816757 
390831 


841065 
1057212 
668757 


467647 
1253068 
859394 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

67.8 


63.8 
71.6 


51.4 
65.8 
85.1 


67.4 
71.3 
83.7 
66.5 
58.4 
65.6 
70.7 


66.0 
82.3 
84.9 


68.1 
64.9 
67.8 
73.4 


61.4 
82.8 
52.2 


69.0 
71.4 
61.9 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
71.6 


68.2 
74.8 


7  CO 


57.9 
70.2 
85.5 


71.2 
73.9 
90.4 
64.0 
65.5 
7*5.7 
74.0 


69.9 
83.6 
87.8 


71.7 
70.2 
70.1 
77.3 


65.1 
87.0 
55.6 


74.0 
74.7 
65.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

OIFFERENCE 

3.8* 


4.4* 
3.2* 


6.4* 
4.4* 
0.4 


3.8* 
2.6 
6.8 
-2.5 
7.1* 
5.1 
3.3 


3.9* 

1.4 

2.8* 


3.6* 
5.3* 
2.3* 
3.9* 


3.6* 
4.2* 
3.4* 


5.1* 
3.3* 
3.7* 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-52 


YOUR  CLOSEST  FRIEND  MHO  IS  A  SOPHOMORE  IS  POPULAR  WITH  OTHERS 

t PERCENT  TRW) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20275 


9723 
10552 


4461 
9874 
5379 


15028 
2494 
265 
162 
1365 
226 
706 


17486 
647 
2142 


4587 
6060 
6236 
3392 


6577 
8547 
5049 


4019 
10132 
6124 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2603054 


1271545 
1331509 


536969 
1312348 
689002 


2067572 
307572 
28452 
21064 
92188 
21815 
61273 


2338934 
75825 
188296 


604404 
779930 
824472 
394249 


849081 
1064597 
676514 


475162 
1262618 
865274 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

08.3 


87.8 
88.8 


81.5 
88.9 
93.0 


90.0 
82.2 
82.0 
78.3 
81.0 
79.5 
81.4 


87.9 
92.2 
91.9 


89.8 
89.1 
87.2 
86.8 


86.6 
92.0 
84.9 


85.5 
88.8 
89.1 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
91.3 


91.7 
90.8 


86.5 
91.7 
94.7 


92.5 
87.1 
83.6 
89.9 
84.9 
83.5 
88.7 


90.9 
95.4 
93.6 


92.7 
91.3 
90.5 
90.9 


90.7 
93.9 
88.1 


90.2 
91.3 
91.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

3.0* 


3.9* 
2.0* 


5.0* 
2.8* 
1.6* 


2.4* 
4.9* 
1.6 
11.6* 
3.8* 
4.0 
7.3* 


3.1* 

3.2 

1.7 


2.9* 
2.2* 
3.2* 
4.0* 


4.1* 
1.9* 
3.2* 


4.6* 
2.4* 
2.8* 
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ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-53 


YOUR  CLOSEST  FRIEND  WHO  IS  A  SOPHOMORE  IS  INTERESTED  IN  SCHOOL 

( PERCENT  TRUE) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES' 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE*- 
HHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE*- 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20433 


9817 
10616 


4504 
9936 
5416 


15127 
2513 
267 
163 
1366 
231 
719 


17633 
649 
2151 


4630 
6097 
6266 
3440 


6636 
6597 
5095 


4033 
10217 
6183 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2622499 


1283095 
1339403 


541682 
1320995 
693367 


2080590 
309926 
28853 
21094 
94196 
23023 
62102 


2357676 
75929 
186894 


610441 
783677 
828835 
399346 


856183 
1070205 
682594 


476760 
1273068 
872671 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

69.8 


64.6 
74.7 


65.2 
68.9 
75.3 


68.3 
79.4 
74.8 
66.5 
70.3 
70.9 
70.3 


69.7 
71.2 
69.9 


65.6 
70.5 
71.5 
71.2 


64.2 
78.5 
63.4 


71.9 
69.7 
68.8 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
70.5 


66.3 
74.4 


732 


68.9 
69.0 
74.6 


68.4 
81.8 
79.9 
66.3 
73.2 
78.2 
72.4 


70.2 
72.4 
72.8 


68.0 
70.5 
72.6 
69.7 


64.9 
79.5 
63.4 


74.0 
69.3 
70.3 


1982-1900 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

0.7 


1.7 
-0.3 


3.7* 
0.1 
-0.8 


0.1 
2.5 
5.1 
-0.2 
2.9 
7.4 
2.1 


0.5 
1.2 
2.8 


2.5 
-0.1 

1.1 
-1.6 


0.7 
1.0 
0.0 


2.1 
-0.4 
1.5 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-54 


YOUR  CLOSEST  FRIEND  NHO  IS  A  SOPHOMORE  ATTENDS  CLASSES  REGULARLY 

(PERCENT  TRUE) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES* 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

curriculum: 

GENERAL 

ACADEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20527 


9876 
10651 


4526 
9983 
5439 


15202 
2525 
269 
162 
1387 
234 
720 


17712 
654 
2161 


4646 
6124 
6305 
3452 


6676 
8632 
5113 


4049 
10271 
6207 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2635931 


1292048 
1343883 


544926 
1327477 
696459 


2091461 
311820 
29058 
20923 
94432 
23049 
62119 


2369419 
76888 
189624 


612797 
787067 
835201 
400865 


862924 
1073943 
685491 


479280 
1279767 
876885 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

93.5 


93.0 
94.0 


91.9 
93.3 
95.4 


94.0 
92.4 
90.9 
86.9 
89.3 
94.6 
91.5 


93.0 
98.7 
97.8 


92.9 
94.4 
94.4 
90.7 


91.9 
96.5 
91.0 


91.9 
93.2 
94.8 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
91.8 


90.8 
92.7 


91.2 
91.5 
92.6 


91.7 
93.6 
91.6 
84.1 
89.6 
92.8 
90.6 


91.5 
90.0 

96.2 


91.7 
92.8 
92.3 
88.5 


90.1 
94.7 
89.2 


91.3 
91.6 
92.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-1.7* 


-2.2* 
-1.3* 


-0.6 

-1.9* 

-2.9* 


-2.3* 
1.2 
0.7 

-2.8 
0.3 

-1.8 

-1.0 


-1.5* 
-8.7* 
-1.6* 


-1.1 
-1.6* 
-2.1* 
-2.2* 


-1.7* 
-1.8* 
-1.8* 


-0.6 

-1.6* 

-2.6* 
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APPENDIX  E-55 


HOW  MUCH  HAS  YOUR  MOTHER  INFLUENCED  YOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
tl-NOT  AT  ALLS  3=A  GREAT  DEAL) 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


22856 


11182 
11674 


4652 
10156 
5525 


16596 
2934 
315 
190 
1601 
292 
650 


19828 
745 
2283 


5395 
6701 
6811 
3949 


7492 
9363 
5864 


4797 
11414 
6645 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2641909 


1306581 
1335328 


499879 
1209829 
636355 


2070444 
317764 
32036 
22066 
98820 
25163 
67565 


2371288 
78695 
191926 


646220 
775209 
806001 
414478 


869015 
1053493 
704145 


509511 
1292104 
8402^  ^ 


MEAN 
2.31 


2.24 
2.37 


2.27 
2.27 
2.42 


2.26 
2.54 
2.37 
2.29 
2.36 
2.41 
2.35 


2.30 
2.28 
2.36 


2.31 
2.24 
2.37 
2.30 


2.23 
2.41 
2.25 


2.36 
2.31 
2.27 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


APPENDIX  E-56 


HON  MUCH  HAS  YOUR  «J»»U«W  YOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFYER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
U-NOT  AT  ALL;  3=A  GREAT  DEAL) 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN*- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAM 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION-' 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


22583 


11070 
11513 


4539 
10087 
5517 


16524 
2791 
314 
183 
1575 
283 
837 


19580 
743 
2260 


5322 
6656 
6694 
3911 


7409 
9286 
5756 


4690 
11319 
6574 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2612406 


1293301 
1319105 


488026 
1202301 
635142 


2061088 
301917 
31879 
21302 
97490 
24257 
66508 


2343363 
78437 
190606 


638699 
770719 
791476 
411513 


860481 
1045069 
691839 


498076 
1282462 
831868 


MEAN 
2.16 


2.19 
2.12 


1.94 
2.13 
2.41 


2.18 
2.00 
2.38 
2.11 
2.13 
2.04 
2.14 


2.14 
2.29 
2.25 


2.16 
2.13 
2.15 
2.22 


2.07 
2.30 
2.05 


2.11 
2.20 
2.12 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


705 


APPENDIX  E-57 


HON  MUCH  HAVE  FRIENDS  OR  RELATIVES  ABOUT  TOUR  OWN  ASE  INFLUENCED  TOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

tl»NOT  AT  ALL*  3»A  SWEAT  DEAL) 

1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 

N 


22617 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2616706 


MEAN 
1.95 


S.D. 


0.7 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


11020 

US97 


1269336 
13E7371 


1.69 
E.01 


0.7 
0.7 


SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HI6H 


4604 
10074 
5477 


496102 
1199778 
631799 


1.96 
1.95 
1.96 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


RACE  I 

WHITE  16459.  2054342 

SLACK  ESSS  312735 

ASIAN*  AMERICAN  315  31975 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  167  E1917 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1577  97155 

PUERTO  RICAN  ES4  E4453 

OTHER  HISPANIC  631  66159 


1.92 
2.10 
2.12 
2.11 
2.03 
1.97 
1.97 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


19616 
734 
2265 


2347550 
7S553 
190605 


1.95 
1.93 
2.00 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 

NORTHEAST  S333  6396S9 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6640  768601 

SOUTH  6741  799206 

WEST  3903  409212 


1.93 
1.92 
2.00 
1.95 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


CURRICULUM? 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


7423 
9288 
5776 


861592 
1045674 
694875 


1.92 
1.99 
1.94 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


COMMUNITY  TYPE* 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4729 
11303 
6585 


503046 
1280795 
632867 
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1.98 
1.94 
1.95 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
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APPENDIX  E-59 


HOW  WCH  HAS  A  6UI0ANCE  COUNSELOR  INFLUENCEO  YOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

(l=NOT  AT  ALL  I  3»A  6REAT  DEAL  I 


1962  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX' 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES* 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TVPE< 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

6EOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


22469 


10946 
11523 


4568 
10026 
5450 


16366 
2654 
314 
163 
1554 
266 
637 


19462 
730 
2257 


5320 
6595 
6679 
3675 


7347 
9262 
5730 


46C4 
11242 
6543 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2600569 


1261416 
1319172 


492476 
1194209 
629063 


2043052 
309779 
31666 
21363 
95608 
24525 
66429 


2333173 
77922 
189495 


637238 
763841 
792487 
407022 


852630 
1043541 
689740 


498233 
1274613 
827743 
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MEAN 


1.63 


1.61 
1.66 


1.71 
1.62 
1.59 


1.57 
1.94 
1.73 
1.62 
1.78 
1.79 
1.73 


1.63 
1.61 
1.62 


1.66 
1.60 
1.65 
1.60 


1.57 
1.70 
1.61 


1.66 
1.61 
1.64 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


APPENDIX  E-53 


HOW  MUCH  HAVE  TEACHERS  INFLUENCED  YOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 
(l=NOT  AT  ALL;  3=A  GREAT  DEAL  I 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


22468 


10945 
11523 


4573 
10022 
5450 


16370 
2858 
314 
184 
1556 
281 
831 


19485 
731 
2252 


5303 
6595 
6693 
3877 


7347 
9252 
5739 


4694 
11240 
6534 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2600070 


1280435 
1319635 


493066 
1193492 
628303 


2042749 
310161 
31839 
21511 
95834 
24131 
66302 


2332478 
78113 
189479 


635974 
763368 
793952 
406776 


853066 
104^385 
690150 


499556 
1274130 
826385 


MEAN 
1.67 


1.63 
1.71 


1.72 
1.65 
1.65 


1.62 
1.96 
1.82 
1.85 
1.77 
1.72 
1.70 


1.67 
1.70 
1.64 


1.63 
1.62 
1.74 
1.68 


1.56 
1.75 
1.68 


1.75 
1.64 
1.66 


S.D. 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
C.7 


0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
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APPENDIX  E-60 


HOW  MUCH  HAVE  COLLEGE  RECRUITERS  INFLUENCED  YOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL* 

ll-NOT  AT  ALL;  3=A  GREAT  DEAL) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
eEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAK 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


22367 


10892 
11475 


4550 
10000 

5425 


16326 
2835 
311 
183 
1538 
275 
826 


19390 
730 
2247 


5278 
6570 
6666 
3853 


7315 
9227 
5698 


4657 
11189 
6521 


2589508 


1275595 
1313913 


490166 
1191299 
626749 


2038150 
307706 
31473 
21383 
94110 
23379 
65888 


2321894 
77942 
189672 


633511 
760573 
791004 
404420 


849588 
1039769 
686018 


495993 
1268807 
824709 


1.35 


1.34 
1.36 


1.34 
1.34 
1.40 


1.30 
1.66 
1.42 
1.47 
1.38 
1.33 
1.42 


1.35 
1.34 
1.36 


1.32 
1.33 
1.41 
1.34 


1.29 
1.46 
1.27 


1.40 
1.33 
1.35 


0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.8 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
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APPENDIX  E-61 


HOW  HUGH  HAVE  MILITARY  RECRUITERS  INFLUENCED  YOUR  PLANS  FOR  AFTER  HIGH  SCHOOL? 

<l=NOT  AT  ALL;  3=A  GREAT  DEAL) 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL  22348 
SEX: 

MALE  10887 

FEMALE  11461 

SES: 

LOW  4560 

MIDDLE  9984 

HIGH  5407 

RACE: 

WHITE  16307 

BLACK  2833 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  311 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  186 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1540 

PUERTO  PI CAN  275 

OTHER  HISPANIC  823 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  19385 

PRIVATE  724 

CATHOLIC  2239 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5267 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6573 

SOUTH  6654 

WEST  3654 

CURRICULUM: 

GENERAL  7317 

ACADEMIC  9198 

VOCATIONAL  5704 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN  4655 

SUBURBAN  11173 

RURAL  6520 


2588325 


1276034 
1312292 


491656 
1190051 
624164 


2035527 
307703 
31473 
21681 
94784 
23697 
65874 


2321601 
77616 
189108 


632718 
761001 
789563 
405044 


850744 
1036266 
686911 


495857 
1267549 
824919 


1.19 


1.28 
1.11 


1.30 
1.19 
1.10 


1.14 
1.45 
1.20 
1.29 
1.29 
1.35 
1.27 


1.20 
1.08 
1.10 


1.18 
1.16 
1.25 
1.16 


1.23 
1.12 
1.25 


1.23 
1.16 
1.22 


0.5 


0.6 
0.4 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.7 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.3 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


APPENDIX  fcrft2 


MOULD  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB  ENCOURAGES  GOOD  WORK  HABITS? 

C PERCENT  YES)  ' 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESS 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


12157 


6100 
6057 


2377 
6098 
3360 


9684 
1092 
124 
73 
715 
93 
362 


10576 
339 
1242 


2710 
3960 
3434 
2053 


3789 
5148 
3156 


2138 
6266 
3753 


NEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  NHD  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


PERCENT 
1602760  71.8 

810503  75.7 
792257  67.8 


294472  72.6 
825884  72.8 
441923  69.4 


1342754  71.0 

137142  77.2 

14189  65.1 

10034  75.5 

52351  79.4 

9167  70.5 

35570  70.9 


1435184  72.0 
43781  71.7 
123794  70.1 


372553  67.1 

517374  71.9 

461865  74.6 

250967  73.6 


500840  73.6 
660196  69.7 
433647  72.9 


265538  73.5 
802999  69.3 
534222  74.7 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
79.5 


78.1 
S1.0 


79.9 
80.1 
78.6 


79.4 
81.3 
78.9 
76.7 
83.7 
73.4 
76.3 


79.9 
70.3 
78.8 


76.3 
80.4 
80.8 
80.3 


78.1 
79.5 
81.2 


78.8 
79.4 
80.2 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

7.7* 


2.411 
13.2* 


7.3* 
7.4* 
9.2* 


8.3* 
4.0 
13.7 
1.2 
4.3 
2.6 
5.4 


7.9* 
-1.4 
8.7* 


9.2* 
8.5* 
6.3* 
6.7* 


4.5* 
9.9* 
8.3* 


5.3* 
10.1* 
5.4* 
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WJULO  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  HOST  RECENT  JOB  IS  A  PLACE  WHERE  PEOPLE  GOOF  OFF? 

( PERCENT  NO) 


LONGITUDINAL  C0HPARIS0N9  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


11522 


5775 
57*7 


2209 
5807 
3222 


9269 
979 
119 

72 
648 

8* 
336 


10001 
327 
1194 


2598 
3762 
3214 
194a 


3586 
4941 
2939 


2000 
5988 
3534 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1522353 


768650 
753703 


275218 
788925 
423646 


1284963 
122491 
13574 
9726 
47872 
8804 
33657 


1360805 
42128 
119419 


357709 
491867 
433730 
239047 


475974 
634428 
405063 


248933 
769389 
504031 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

84.4 


84.6 
84.3 


84.2 
84.4 
85.0 


84.6 
83.4 
85.1 
84.3 
83.0 
83.8 
84.0 


84.4 
86.1 
84.3 


85.3 
82.2 
86.3 
84.4 


83.8 
85.5 
83.5 


84.2 
83.7 
85.6 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
87.1 


86.3 
87.8 


88.4 
87.1 
86.2 


87.3 
85.3 
84.0 
80.6 
88.7 
86.3 
85.4 


87.2 
86.2 
86.3 


86.5 
87.2 
87.2 
87.5 


85.4 
87.6 
88.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

2.6* 


1.8* 
3.5* 
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86.1 
85.8 
89.4 


4.3* 
2.7* 
1.2 


2.7* 
1.9 
-1.1 
-3.7 
5.8* 
2.5 
1.4 


2.8* 

0.1 

2.1 


1.2 
5.0* 
0.9 
3.1* 


1.6 

2.1* 

4.6* 


1.9 

2.1* 

3.8* 


ERLC 
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TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
MUTE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


MOULD  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB  IS  SOMETHING  YOU  OD  JUST  FOR  THE  MONEY, 
  (PERCENT  NO)  MONEY? 

LONBITOOINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 
SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

—       „.N„„       WO  STAYED  IN  SOWOL      _  __1_982  SENIORS  OmEWNC? 

PERCENT  •  „rcSt 

"120         1728585  j,  ? 

6639  680814  34.2 

6*81          847771                    39.s                               J*.  3  Z.l 

*3,Z  3.7* 

2541  31«25  76.5 

6559          889793                    37.7  6.0* 

3673          481573                    35.6  1.7 

2.8 

1149          143792                    32.fl                               Z"*f  2.7* 

15*            15277                    30.8                               J**  1.6 

«            1«96                    33.2                               J-*  3.7 

748            54715                    34.4  10.3 

103            10161                    39.0  6.8* 

375            *••»                    33.0  -7.9 

5*6 

11402         1549159  35.5 

371            47517                    37.4                               f|.9  3  „ 

1347          131909                    37.o                                *5J  -2.3 

2971  408744  35.4 

4236          552022                    37.8                                *7*  2.1 

3667          495014                    37.2                               **  ■  3.3* 

2246          272806                    36.4                               *9'°  2.0 

39.6  ].] 

4142  546021  35.7 

5607          720606                    34.!                                376  1.9 

3303          453706                    39.3                                3™  1.8 

2316  288436  35.! 

6798          869812                    35.0                                37'5  2.4 

4006          570337                    40.5                               J9''  4.6* 

♦0.8  0>3 
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APPENDIX  E-65 


MOULD  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  MOST  RECENT  JOB  IS  MORE  IMPORTANT  FOR  YOU  THAN  SCHOOL? 

t PERCENT  YES) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  JN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


11541 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1525379 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

9.5 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
14.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

5.3* 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


5783 
5758 


769913 
755466 


13.6 
5.3 


17. 
11. 


4.2* 
6.4* 


SES: 


LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


2218 
5818 
3218 


275635 
789839 
424077 


10.6 
10.7 
6.4 


15.0 
17.0 
10.1 


4.4* 
6.3* 
3.8* 


RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
HEST 


9295 
972 
123 

72 
654 

83 
331 


10031 
327 
1183 


2586 
3776 
3216 
1963 


1289510 
122050 
13895 
9571 
48072 
8025 
32999 


1364893 
41842 
118644 


356615 
494354 
433517 
240893 


9.8 
6.1 
5.9 
16.6 
7.6 
5.7 
9.7 


9.8 
7.1 
6.9 


10.2 
9.6 
9.3 
8.6 


15.6 
6.2 
11.7 
24.8 
12.7 
8.4 
14.6 


15.2 
16.7 
8.4 


15.0 
17.6 
12.1 
13.3 


5.8* 

0.0 

5.8 

8.2 

5.2* 

2.7 

4.9 


5.5* 
9.6* 
1.5 


4.9* 
8.0* 
2.8* 
4.7* 


CURRICULUM- 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


3581 
4932 
2977 


474295 
634045 
410745 


12.3 
4.9 
13.3 


19.0 
6.0 
23.3 


6.7* 
1.0 
10.0* 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


1992 
5979 
3570 


247663 
768808 
508708 


6.6 
8.8 
11.8 


714 


10.2 
14.3 
17.6 


3.6* 
5.5* 
5.8* 


ERLC 


APPENDiX  E-66 


MOULD  YOU  SAY  YOUR  PRESENT  OR  MOSTWCCHT^JOB  IS  HORE  ENJOYABLE  THAN  SCHOOL? 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE ' 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 

General 

ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


LONGITWINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN 


1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


11661 


5922 
5939 


2293 
5965 
3260 


9549 
999 
120 

77 
667 

90 
348 


10304 
338 
1219 


2676 
3892 
3304 
1969 


3737 
5024 
3043 


2028 
6163 
3670 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1566960 


766707 
780253 


266297 
811307 
432007 


1325313 
124662 
13589 
9657 
46245 
6816 
35022 


1402500 
43183 
121277 


369112 
509793 
445118 
242938 


495373 
645963 
418573 


252065 
792605 
522289 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
MIO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


PERCENT 
55.1 


56.4 
53.7 


55.3 
56.4 
51.9 


56.6 
44.1 
41.6 
53.3 
49.0 
56.6 
50.9 


54.5 
56.0 
60.6 


58.6 
57.5 
51.6 
50.5 


59.4 
48.5 
59.9 


51.4 
55.1 
56.8 


1962  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
50.4 


51.0 
49.7 


48.5 
52.2 
47.9 


52.1 
36.2 
29.9 
54.1 
44.9 
39.1 
52.8 


50.7 
46.8 
47.4 


50.7 
52.8 
48.5 
48.3 


55.7 
41.1 
58.3 


44.4 
51.0 
52.3 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-4.7* 


-5.4* 
-4.0* 


-6.9* 
-4.2* 
-4.0* 


-4.5* 
-7.9* 
-11.7 
0.8 
•4.1 
-17.5 
2.0 


-3.8* 
-9.1 
-13.4* 


-8.2* 
-4.8* 
-3.1 
-2.2 


-3.7* 
-7.4* 
-1.5 


-7.0* 
-4.0* 
-4.6* 
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APPENDIX  E-67. 


IN  DETERMINING  THE  KIND  DF  WORK  YOU  PUN  TO  DE  DOING t  HON  IMPORTANT  HAS  WORK  THAT  SEEMS  IMPORTANT  AND  INTERESTING? 

(NOT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 


1982  SENIORS 


ERIC 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


21447 


2484937 


2.60 


0.4 


SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 


10365 
11082 


1213803 
1271134 


2.74 
2.86 


0.5 
0.4 


SESs 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4240 
9646 
5285 


460040 
1149380 
608087 


2.75 
2.81 
2.85 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


RACE* 

WHITE  15911  1982841  2.81 

BLACK  2557  273804  2 . 77 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  291  29448  2.84 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  172  20080  2.77 

HEXICAN- AMERICAN  1394  86913  2 . 75 

PUERTO  RICAN  265  22589  2.71 

OTHER  HISPANIC  801  63911  2.76 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


18555 
721 
2171 


2226939 
75809 
182189 


2.80 
2.84 
2.85 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 

NORTHEAST  5191  624033 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6426  744736 

SOUTH  6173  728530 

WEST  *657  387639 


2.81 
2.80 
2.77 
2.83 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6950 
8949 
5424 


807758 
1008797 
654830 


2.76 
2.86 
2.76 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4409 
10760 
6278 


471019 
1213790 
800129 


716 


2.81 
2.81 
2.78 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


APPENDIX  E-68 


1962  SENIORS 


TOTAl 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MXDOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASZAN-AMERXCAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM? 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21499 


10383 
11116 


4248 
9679 
5294 


15940 
2577 
292 
174 
1395 
265 
801 


18607 
719 
2173 


5208 
6444 
6185 
3662 


6983 
8959 
5433 


4429 
10780 
6290 


HEIGHTEO 
N 


2491044 


1215522 
1275521 


461316 
1153114 
609048 


1986442 
276048 
29643 
20344 
87010 
22354 
63851 


2233254 
75611 
182179 


625245 
746271 
730964 
388564 


812179 
1009182 
656131 


473136 
1216127 
601780 


MEAN 
2*60 


2*51 
2.69 


2.62 
2.60 
2.60 


2.59 
2.63 
2.59 
2.56 
2.65 
2.63 
2.62 


2.60 
2.56 
2.62 


2.62 
2.57 
2.61 
2.61 


2.59 
2.59 
2.63 


2.60 
2.61 
2.59 


S.O. 


0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0,6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
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APPENDIX  E-69 


IN  DETERMINING  TOE  KIND  OF  NORK  YOU  PLAN  TO  BE  DOING.  HON  IMPORTANT  HAS  JOB  SECURITY  AND  PERMANENCE? 

(NOT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 

1982  SENIORS 


ERIC 


SAMPLE 
M 


ME I GH TED 
M 


MEAN 


S.D. 


TOTAL 


21217 


2461342 


2.55 


0.6 


SEX  5 


MALE 
FEMALE 


10243 
10974 


1202093 
1259249 


2.54 
2.55 


0.6 
0.6 


SES: 


LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4191 
9538 
5239 


455326 
1137472 
603137 


2.53 
2.57 
2.52 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


RACE: 

WHITE  15759  1965965 

BLACK  2525  270533 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  266  29167 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  174  20336 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1372  65377 

PUERTO  RICAN  256  21564 

OTHER  HISPANIC  766  62676 


2.54 
2.59 
2.59 
2.49 
2.52 
2.52 
2.50 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


16357 
714 
2146 


2206037 
74749 
160556 


2.55 
2.43 
2.54 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


GEOGRAPHIC  RE6I0N: 

NORTHEAST  5126  617306 

NORTH  CENTRAL  6376  739201 

SOUTH  6100  721006 

NEST  3613  363827 


2.56 
2.54 
2.55 
2.54 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6871 
8865 
5361 


800281 
999322 
648461 


2.52 
2.55 
2.57 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


4362 
10626 
6229 


466760 
1200127 
794455 


718 


2.57 
2.55 
2.53 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


•  t 


APPENDIX  E-70 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21373 


10317 
11056 


4219 
9625 
5273 


15663 
2556 
292 
172 
1380 
262 
792 


18*97 
715 
2161 


5167 
6424 
6142 
3640 


6936 
8910 
5407 


4392 
10726 
6255 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2477827 


1209174 
1266653 


458036 
1147192 
607467 


1977147 
274039 
29592 
20200 
85936 
22129 
63252 


2220813 
75644 
181370 


621683 
744001 
725689 
366254 


806899 
1004334 
653337 


469338 
1211023 
797466 


MEAN 


2.54 


2.53 
2.56 


2.54 
2.52 
2.58 


2.54 
2.61 
2.60 
2.51 
2.52 
2.51 
2.55 


2.54 
2.63 
2.55 


2.54 
2.52 
2.56 
2.57 


2.53 
2.55 
2.54 


2.56 
2.54 
2.53 


S.O. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
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APPENDIX  E-71 


IN  DETERMINING  THE  KIND  Of  MOW  YOU  PLAN  TO  BE  DOXNBt  HON  IMPORTANT  MAS  GOOD  INCOME  TO  START  Of?  WITHIN  A  FEW  YEARS? 

(NOT  IMPORTANT  I  3'VERY  IMPORTANT  1 

1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX* 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES* 
LDM 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE* 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


21554 


10427 
11127 


4259 
9695 
5307 


159B1 
2566 
293 
172 
1396 
266 
600 


16657 
721 
2176 


5225 
6454 
6200 
3675 


6992 
6965 
5453 


4439 
10616 
6299 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2496610 


1221629 
1277161 


462259 
1155639 
610696 


1992576 
277009 
29652 
20137 
67169 
22933 
63771 


2240451 
75902 
162457 


627990 
747947 
732734 
390139 


613441 
1012792 
659025 


474169 
1221336 
603265 


MEAN 
2.36 


2.41 
2.3b 


2.42 
2.36 
2.34 


2.35 
2.54 
2.36 
2.37 
2.39 
2.45 
2.46 


2.39 
2.23 
2.32 


2.41 
2.35 
2.41 
2.34 


2.39 
2.33 
2.46 


2.42 

'orfi.36 

^Lfe.39 


S.O. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


ERLC 
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mKwmam  ™ — - — ™  tjpsssh  Brass? ■ — ■— «  -  ™e  —» 


1982  SENIORS 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


MEAN 


S.O. 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SBS: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


21575 


10435 
11140 


4272 
9698 
5313 


15991 
2588 
293 
173 
1401 
271 
799 


18676 
721 
2178 


5230 
6464 
6203 
3678 


7005 
8980 
5466 


4443 
10814 
6318 


2500254 


1221712 
1278542 


463511 
1155570 
611302 


1992736 
277511 
29491 
20216 
87406 
23077 
63927 


2242088 
75254 
182911 


628429 
748602 
733027 
390195 


314590 
1011729 
660266 


474302 
1220655 
805297 


2.04 


2.02 
Z.Q6 


2.13 
2.05 
1.92 


2.01 
2.20 
2.05 
2.14 
2.13 
2.11 
2.13 


2.05 
1.90 
1.92 


2.04 
2.03 
2.04 
2.06 


2.07 
1.89 
2.22 


2.08 
2.01 
2.06 


0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


O.B 
0.8 
0.7 
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HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS  BEING  SUCCESSFUL  IN  YOUR  LINE  OF  WORK? 
<l=NOT  IMPORTANT J  3»VERY  IMPORTANT ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20140 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2566191 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
2.85 


S.O. 
0.4 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.66 


S.D. 
0.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.4 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


9617 
10523 


1259667 
1328323 


2.65 
2.65 


0.4 
0.4 


2.67 
2.65 


0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.0» 
-0.0 


0.1 
-0.0 


SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4373 
9843 
5414 


526560 
1306457 
694205 


2.60 
2.66 
2.89 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


2.64 
2.66 
2.67 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 

0.3 


0.0* 
0.0 
-0.0* 


0.1 
0.0 
-0.1 


RACE: 

WHITE  15066  2073945  2.86  0.4 

BLACK  2387  290878  2.86  0.4 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  264  28527  2.66  0.4 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  162  20527  2.79  0.5 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1295  87302  2.82  0.4 

PUERTO  RICAN  225  21820  2.74  0.5 

OTHER  HISPANIC  711  61914  2.61  0.5 


2.85 
2.91 
2.90 
2.87 
2.87 
2.85 
2.86 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


-0.0 
0.1* 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


SCHOOL  TYPE8 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


17345 
652 
2143 


2322389 
76781 
189021 


2.85 
2.83 
2.87 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


2.86 
2.79 
2.88 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.1 
0.0 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION8 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4647 
6038 
6069 
3386 


613794 
778081 
800048 
396268 


2.87 
2.84 
2.85 
2.86 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


2.86 
2.85 
2.87 
2.66 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACAOEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6543 
8552 
4942 


846334 
1066663 
662183 


2.82 
2.89 
2.83 


0.4 
0.3 
0.4 


2.63 
2.89 
2.85 


0.4 
0.3 
0.4 


0.4 
0.3 
0.4 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.1 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3944 
10119 
6077 


467694 
1260769 
859728 


2.85 
2.66 
2.84 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
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2.88 
2.86 
2.85 


0.3 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.0« 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
-0.0 
0.0 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-74 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  TWIN  TOW  LITE  IS  BEING  ABLE  TO  FIND  STEADY  WORK? 
(l=NOT  IMPORTANT;  3*VERY  IMPORTANT) 


-™™!!AL  C0MPA*IS0NS  r°*  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

M  N  NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESs 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19780 


9*70 
10310 


4264 
9661 
5350 


14842 
2307 
261 
162 
1271 
219 
689 


17032 
644 
2104 


4572 
5936 
5937 
3335 


6427 
8429 
4826 


3846 
9951 
5983 


2545393 


1241382 
1304011 


514778 
1286021 
685786 


2044419 
282027 
28359 
20386 
85550 
21094 
60300 


2283718 
75261 
186412; 


605045 
766003 
783824 
390520 


832245 
1052728 
648019 


457131 
1241636 
846625 


MEAN 
2.84 


2.86 
2.82 


2.81 
2.85 
2.84 


2.84 
2.85 
2.81 
2.71 
2.83 
2.83 
2.81 


2.84 
2.83 
2.84 


2.85 
2.84 
2.83 
2.82 


2.82 
2.85 
2.83 


2.83 
2.64 
2.84 


S.D. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


MEAN 
2.85 


2.87 
2.84 


2.85 
2.86 
2.84 


2.85 
2.87 
2.88 
2.90 
2.86 
2.83 
2.80 


2.85 
2.77 
2.66 


2.86 
2.86 
2.85 
2.83 


2.85 
2.86 
2.85 


2.85 
2.86 
2.85 


S.D. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0* 


0.0 
0.0* 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.4 


0.0* 

0.0 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2* 
0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0* 
-0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0* 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.4 
0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
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APPENDIX  E-75 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS  FINDING  THE  RI6HT  PERSON  TO  HARRY  AW)  HAVING  A  HAPPY  FAMILY  LIFE? 

<l=NOT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


20105 


9590 
10515 


4372 
9S26 
5393 


15038 
2379 
264 
164 
1298 
223 
710 


17324 
649 
2132 


4640 
6021 
6063 
3381 


6534 
8524 
4946 


3943 
10095 
6067 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2584465 


1257157 
1327308 


526422 
1306383 
692189 


2070152 
290885 
28694 
20662 
87490 
21490 
61832 


2320281 
76058 
188126 


612847 
776135 
800104 
395379 


844605 
1063765 
663342 


468572 
1258340 
857553 


1980  JOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.80 


2.76 
2.84 


2.76 
2.81 
2.81 


2.82 
2.72 
2.77 
2.63 
2.76 
2.77 
2.77 


2.80 
2.81 
2.84 


2.79 
2.80 
2.81 
2.79 


2.79 
2.81 
2.79 


2.78 
2.81 
2.80 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.7 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
|p.4 

0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


724 


MEAN 
2.81 


2.79 
2.84 


2.80 
2.83 
2.80 


2.82 
2.75 
2.82 
2.77 
2.84 
2.82 
2.81 


2.81 
2.78 
2.83 


2.81 
2.82 
2.82 
2.80 


2.81 
2.82 
2.80 


2.78 
2.82 
2.82 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.0* 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
-0.0 


9.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-76 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS  HAVING  STRONG  FRIENDSHIPS9 
 [l=NOT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  i960  SOPHOMORES 

M  N  NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20049 


9559 
10490 


4344 
979B 
5396 


15014 
2365 
263 
164 
1287 
223 
704 


17266 
647 
2136 


4631 
6004 
6033 
3381 


6503 
8524 
4919 


3918 
10074 
6057 


2577998 


1253551 
1324448 


523660 
1303052 
691802 


2067091 
288479 
28516 
20686 
86910 
21364 
61693 


2313037 
76232 
188730 


612488 
773931 
795616 
395963 


841132 
1064134 
659719 


463316 
1255769 
856913 


MEAN 
2.82 


2.79 
2.84 


2.74 
2.82 
2.87 


2.85 
2.61 
2.82 
2.71 
2.76 
2.65 
2.73 


2.81 
2.88 
2.89 


2.82 
2.83 
2.79 
2.83 


2.81 
2.86 
2.77 


2.75 
2.84 
2.82 


S.D. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


MEAN 
2.79 


2.80 
2.79 


2.70 
2.79 
2.87 


2.83 
2.55 
2.83 
2.73 
2.73 
2.65 
2.72 


2.78 
2.87 
2.89 


2.81 
2.81 
2.74 
2.83 


2.77 
2.84 
2.75 


2.73 
2.82 
2.79 
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S.D. 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0.4 


0.4 
0.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0* 


0.0 
-0.1* 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.4 
0.3 
0.3 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


-0.0* 
-0.0* 
-0.0 


-o.a* 

-0.1* 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0* 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0* 
0.0 


-0.0* 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.0 

-0.0* 

-0.0* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.1 


0.0 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.0 


-0.1 
-0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.1 
0.0 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-77 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  TOUR  LIFE  IS  HAVING  LEISURE  TIME  TO  ENJOY  YOUR  OWN  INTERESTS? 

(l=WOT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20033 


9549 
10484 


4344 
9786 
5389 


15000 
2368 
261 
162 
1286 
224 
702 


17255 
650 
2128 


4636 
6002 
6027 
3368 


6505 
8505 
4922 


3917 
10069 
6047 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2576856 


1252805 
1324051 


523790 
1302213 
691129 


2065161 
289755 
28375 
20412 
86836 
21545 
61493 


2311745 
76781 
188331 


613410 
773986 
795581 
393879 


842254 
1061778 
660112 


466160 
1255883 
854814 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.69 


2.70 
2.68 


2.61 
2.69 
2.76 


2.71 
2.65 
2.69 
2.59 
2.53 
2.63 
2.62 


2.69 
2.72 
2.72 


2.72 
2.69 
2.66 
2.69 


2.67 
2.74 
2.65 


2.66 
2.71 
2.68 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
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MEAN 
2.69 


2.69 
2.68 


2.61 
2.69 
2.75 


2.70 
2.63 
2.74 
2.54 
2.59 
2.62 
2.66 


2.68 
2.72 
2.73 


2.71 
2.70 
2.65 
2.70 


2.67 
2.73 
2.64 


2.67 
2.71 
2.67 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 

0.0 
-0.1 

0.1 
-0.0 

0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 

0.1 
-0.1 

0.1 
-0.0 

0.1 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  Vf£7.& 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS  BEING  ABLE  TO  GIVE  YOUR  CHILDREN  BETTER  OPPORTUNITIES  THAN  YOU'VE  HAD? 
    C1-N0T  IMPORTANT  f  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1902  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESi 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19862 


9483 
10379 


4307 
9722 
5332 


14875 
2340 
258 
161 
1282 
220 
696 


17110 
643 
2109 


4582 
5963 
597* 
334 


6436 
8438 
4886 


3076 
9981 
6*05 


2553795 


1242441 
1311355 


518790 
1293444 
683374 


2048299 
286125 
27748 
20197 
86542 
21068 
60539 


2292102 
75781 
J  5913 


605764 
769169 
787726 
391136 


832756 
1052834 
655443 


460423 
1244258 
849115 


MEAN 
2.67 


2.68 
2.67 


2.75 
2.68 
2.61 


2.65 
2.80 
2.74 
2.72 
2.77 
2.83 
2.73 


2.68 
2.57 
2.64 


2.66 
2.63 
2.74 
2.64 


2.69 
2.64 
2.70 


2.71 
2.66 
2.67 


S.O. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


MEAN 
2.65 


2.66 
2.65 


2.75 
2.66 
2.55 


2.62 
2.83 
2.78 
2.71 
2.79 
2.82 
2.70 


2.66 
2.49 
2.61 


2.65 
2.60 
2.74 
2.62 


2.67 
2.61 
2.70 


2.72 
2.63 
2.65 


S.D. 
9.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.4 


0.5 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0* 


-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.1* 


-0.0* 
0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 

-0.0* 

-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0* 
-0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.1 


-0.0 
0.1 
0.1 

-0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 


o.o 

-0.0 
-0.0 
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APPENDIX  E-79 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS  HAVING  CHILDREN? 
Cl=NOT  IMPORTANT?  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19911 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2560255 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
2.24 


S.O. 
0.7 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.27 


S.D. 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


1982-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


9480 
10431 


1243544 
1316711 


2.22 
2.26 


0.7 
0.7 


2.20 
2.33 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


-0.0 
0.1* 


-0.0 
0.1 


3ES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4310 
9737 
5363 


519859 
1295596 
687063 


2.18 
2.26 
2.28 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


2.24 
2.28 
2.27 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.1* 
0.0 
-0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
-0.0 


RACEt 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


14929 
2328 
261 
160 
1276 
224 
704 


17141 
645 
2125 


2054721 
284205 
28375 
20354 
86212 
21545 
61583 


2296176 
76319 
187760 


2.28 
2.02 
2.19 
2.08 
2.21 
2.22 
2.24 


2.23 
2.25 
2.38 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


2.29 
2.11 
2.27 
2.09 
2.26 
2.21 
2.27 


2.26 
2.28 
2.40 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.0 
0.1* 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
-0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4614 
5975 
5979 
3343 


610331 
770617 
788353 
390954 


2.27 
2.25 
2.22 
2.23 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


2.29 
2.28 
2.25 
2.25 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


CURRICULUM*. 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6456 
8479 
4876 


835350 
1058805 
653932 


2.24 
2.26 
2.22 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


2.26 
2.28 
2.25 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


COMMUNITY  TYPE5 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3888 
10017 
6006 


462630 
1248318 
849307 


2.22 
2.27 
2.22 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


723 


2.23 
2.30 
2.24 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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APPENDIX  E-80 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IM  YOUR  LIFE  IS  HAVING  LOTS  OF  HONEY9 
 <1=WQT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


20038 


9564 
10474 


4324 
9809 
5390 


15001 
2367 
263 
164 
1287 
222 
704 


17257 
647 
2134 


4621 
6004 
6038 
2375 


6494 
8518 
4925 


3918 
10069 
6051 


2575793 


1252982 
1322811 


520895 
1304491 
690683 


2065028 
288774 
28516 
20583 
86530 
21132 
61950 


2310960 
76261 
188571 


610708 

773552 
79*230 
395302 


<v39670 
1062962 
660319 


464486 
1255041 
€56266 


MEAN 
2.23 


2.36 
2.11 


2.22 
2.22 
2.25 


2.20 
2.39 
2.27 
2.22 
2.26 
2.29 
2.27 


2.24 
2.14 
2.19 


2.26 
2.19 
2.24 
2.22 


2.25 
2.20 
2.26 


2.27 
2.24 
2.20 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


MEAN 

2.22 


2.34 
2.11 


2.21 
2.21 
2.24 


2.19 
2.40 
2.32 
2.34 
2.26 
2.27 
2.28 


2.23 
2.12 
2.23 


2.25 
2.19 
2.23 
2.22 


2.25 
2.19 
2.24 


2.26 
2.23 
2.19 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
0.1 


-0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
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APPENDIX  E-81 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS  IIVINO  CLOSE  TO  PARENTS  AND  RELATIVES? 
(l=NOT  IMPORTANT?  3= VERY  IMPORTANT) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


SAMPLE 
N 


19637 


9459 
10378 


4291 
9691 
5353 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2553457 


1240615 
1312842 


518335 
1290408 
686380 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.98 


,97 
,99 


2.00 
1.99 
1.94 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
1.85 


1.83 
1.88 


1.88 
1.87 
1.80 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.2 


-0.2 
-0.2 


-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.2 


RACE: 

WHITE  14896  2050264  1.98  0.7 

BLACK  2314  284139  1.91  0.7 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  256  27999  2.12  0.7 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  159  19772  2.03  0.7 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1263  85508  2.11  0.7 

PUERTO  RICAN  221  21265  2.10  0.7 

OTHER  HISPANIC  699  61251  2.01  0.7 


1.85 
1.78 
2.05 
1.84 
1.97 
1.91 
1.91 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


-0.1* 

-0.1* 

-0.1 

-0.2 

-0.1* 

-0.2 

-0.1 


-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.1 
-0.3 
-0.2 
-0.3 
-0.2 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


17074 
646 
2117 


2290530 
76242 
186685 


1.97 
1.88 
2.06 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


1.85 
1.81 
1.94 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


-0.1* 

-0.1 

-0.1* 


-0.2 
-0.1 
-0.2 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4591 
5947 
5966 
3333 


607285 
767174 
788308 
390690 


1.98 
1.97 
1.98 
1.99 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


1.87 
1.84 
1.85 
1.86 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.2 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6429 
8436 
4871 


833204 
1053582 
653953 


1.97 
1.97 
2.00 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1.85 
1.83 
1.89 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


-0.1* 

-a.i* 

-0.1* 


-0.2 
-0.S 
-0.2 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3873 
9976 
5988 


460579 
1244995 
847882 


1.99 
1.99 
1.96 


0.7 

0.7_  _  _ 


1.87 
1.86 
1.83 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.2 
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LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN 


1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN -AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19763 


9416 
10347 


4263 
9677 
5330 


14831 
2313 
258 
159 
1259 
219 
695 


17021 
640 
2102 


4570 
5945 
5934 
3314 


6381 
8441 
4841 


3859 
9944 
5960 


2542796 


1235494 
1307301 


514387 
1287922 
683258 


2041925 
282431 
28100 
20210 
85275 
20970 
60625 


2281055 
75560 
186181 


604951 
767003 
783129 
387713 


825406 
1054856 
649925 


457980 
1240486 
844330 


MEAN 
1.78 


1.75 
1.81 


1.82 
1.77 
1.77 


1.74 
2.02 
1.94 
1.81 
1.91 
1.84 
1.85 


1.78 
1.76 
1.74 


1.74 
1.74 
1.05 
1.79 


1.76 
1.81 
1.76 


1.82 
1.77 
1.78 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


MEAN 
1.71 


1.68 
1.74 


1.77 
1.69 
1.71 


1.66 
2.01 
1.88 
1.78 
1.83 
1.80 
1.81 


1.71 
1.75 
1.70 


1.66 
1.66 
1.80 
1.72 


1.68 
1.75 
1.68 


1.80 
1.69 
1.70 

731 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


U.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 
S-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 

-0.0 

-0.1 

-0.0 

-0.1 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.1* 

-0.0 

-0.0 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-t.o 

-0.1* 
-0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.0 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.1 
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APPENDIX  E-83 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  XS  BEING  A  LEADER  IN  YOUR  COMMUNITY? 
(l=NOT  IMPORTANT;  3=VERY  IMPORTANT ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STIJLL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RXCAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19612 


9387 
10225 


4213 
9601 
5304 


14737 
2275 
259 
159 
1251 
218 
685 


16891 
641 
2080 


4526 
5907 
5884 
3295 


6365 
8378 
4770 


3815 
9870 
5927 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2523951 


1231283 
1292668 


508109 
1278649 
679496 


2029441 
277363 
28308 
20050 
84834 
20869 
59859 


2264046 
75336 
184567 


598973 
762375 
775373 
387229 


824792 
1046559 
640102 


452696 
1232357 
838898 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.65 


1.73 
1.58 


1.58 
1.63 
1.75 


1.64 
1.72 
1.70 
1.68 
1.74 
1.69 
1.62 


1.65 
1.75 
1.71 


1.58 
1.61 
1.75 
1.65 


1.64 
1-71 
1.58 


1.65 
1.64 
1.68 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 


•■*32 


MEAN 
1.59 


1.68 
1.51 


1.54 
1.56 
1.68 


1.56 
1.73 
1.66 
1.64 
1.66 
1.51 
1.64 


1.59 
1.68 
1.60 


1.52 
1.55 
1.68 
1.59 


1.55 
1.66 
1.52 


1.60 
1.57 
1.61 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLEO 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.0 

-0.1* 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 

0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.1 
-0.2 
0.0 


-0.1* 

-0.1 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.0* 
-0.1* 


-0.0 

-0.1* 

-0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
0.0 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.2 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-84 


TOTAL 

SEX' 
HALE 
FEMALE 

9ES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  KICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE5 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


HOW  IMPORTANT  TO  YOU  IN  YOUR  LIFE  IS ^GETTING  AWAY  FROM  THIS  AREA  OF  THE  COUNTRY7 
 III™1  IMPORTANT |  3=VERY  IMPORTANT  1  ' 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


SAMPLE 
N 


19901 


9492 
10409 


4316 
9721 
5360 


14924 
2324 
262 
162 
1277 
221 
701 


17135 
644 
2122 


4595 
5975 
5980 
3351 


6457 
0468 
4874 


3872 
10018 
6011 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2561224 


1246066 
1315159 


519954 
1294432 
687987 


2055653 
285085 
28389 
20326 
86141 
21217 
61135 


2297192 
76172 
187860 


608348 
771217 
789680 
391979 


835636 
1058694 
653972 


460428 
1250275 
850521 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.53 


1.53 
1.53 


1.59 
1.52 
1.50 


1.49 
1.76 
1.46 
1.67 
1.54 
1.71 
1.58 


1.54 
1.46 
1.41 


1.58 
1.50 
1.54 
1.48 


1.57 
1.49 
1.54 


1.52 
1.51 
1.56 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
1.56 


1.59 
1.54 


1.62 
1.55 
1.54 


1.53 
1.76 
1.49 
1.70 
1.56 
1.69 
1.62 


1.58 
1.47 
1.42 


1.57 
1.59 
1.56 
1.51 


1.61 
1.50 
1.60 


1.56 
1.52 
1.63 


733 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
t.7 
0.7 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0-7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0* 


0.1* 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


o.o* 

-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

-0.0 
0.0 


0.0* 

0.0 

0.0 


-0.0 
0.1* 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1* 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.1 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
-0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 
0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-05 

AT  WHAT  AGE  DO  YOU  EXPECT  TO  START  YOU?  FIRST  REGULAR  (NOT  SIMMER )  JOB? 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX! 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SBSi 

LOM 

MIODLE 
NIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM* 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE* 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


POOLED 

MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

S.D. 

S.D. 

16967 

2192400 

19.31 

2.6 

19.93 

2.6 

2.8 

7909 

1038977 

19.44 

2.9 

20.11 

3.0 

2.9 

9058 

1133502 

19.19 

2.7 

19.77 

2.7 

2.7 

3474 

4218*1 

18.77 

2.4 

19.05 

2.5 

Z.4 

8432 

1125276 

19.07 

2.6 

19.64 

2.7 

2.7 

4738 

607204 

20.16 

3.2 

21.15 

3.0 

3.1 

13106 

1803831 

19.31 

2.6 

19.96 

2.6 

2.6 

1771 

213288 

19.30 

2.6 

19.72 

2.6 

2.6 

228 

24790 

20.91 

3.6 

21.45 

3.5 

3.5 

128 

16651 

16.94 

2.5 

19.60 

2.9 

2.7 

953 

64549 

19.04 

2.7 

19.52 

2.7 

2.7 

,163 

17437 

19.26 

2.5 

19.62 

2.4 

2.5 

577 

49687 

16.97 

2.6 

19.84 

2.6 

2.8 

14568 

1966954 

19.23 

2.6 

19.61 

2.6 

2.6 

567 

65072 

20.27 

3.2 

21.21 

3.1 

3.1 

1832 

160453 

19.69 

3.1 

20.90 

2.6 

3.0 

4102 

543167 

19.63 

2.9 

20.20 

2.6 

2.9 

5234 

680695 

19.20 

2.7 

19.96 

2.0 

2.7 

4769 

624433 

19.21 

2.6 

19.64 

2.8 

2.6 

2662 

344166 

19.19 

2.6 

20.00 

3.0 

2.9 

5347 

696776 

16.60 

2.4 

19.34 

2.6 

2.5 

7537 

940263 

20.23 

3.1 

21.20 

2.6 

3.0 

4000 

542325 

16.39 

2.2 

16.53 

2.2 

2.2 

3237 

388599 

19.38 

2.9 

19.90 

2.9 

2.9 

8633 

1073317 

19.37 

2.9 

20.13 

2.9 

2.9 

5097 

730563 

19.16 

"734 

19.67 

2.7 

2.7 

1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.6* 


0.7* 
0.6* 


0.3* 
0.6* 
1.0* 


0.6* 

0.4* 

0.5 

0.9 

0.5* 

0.6 

0.9* 


0.6* 
0.9* 
1.0* 


0.6* 
0.8* 
0.4* 
0.6* 


0.5* 
1.0* 
0.1 


0.5* 
0.6* 
0.5* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.5 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.1 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


ERLC 


AtfPElNDlX  E-06 


-T-^*!.^-??.!?0  EXPECT  T0  LIVE  W  ™*  OWN  HOME  Of?  APARTMENT? 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN 


1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES3 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


16687 


7727 
896C 


3344 
8286 
4737 


12967 
1741 
215 
122 
895 
180 
545 


14330 
568 
1769 


4044 
5171 
4657 
2815 


5253 
7457 
3897 


3174 
8512 
5001 


2162702 


1013159 
1149542 


410077 
1107595 
607306 


1783946 
209145 
23432 
16363 
62469 
17588 
47285 


1940319 
64033 
158349 


535423 
672242 
613122 
341914 


687869 
933822 
530452 


383430 
1060866 
7X8405 


MEAN 
20.18 


20.44 
19.96 


19.97 
20.04 
20.59 


20.09 
20.70 
21.66 
19.96 
20.49 
20.71 
20.34 


20.12 
20.27 
20.91 


20.57 
20.07 
20.13 
19.91 


19.82 
20.70 
19.75 


20.35 
20.33 
19.88 


S.D. 
2.3 


2.4 
2.1 


2.2 
2.2 
2.4 


2.2 
2.5 
3.1 
3.1 
2.4 
2.4 
2.4 


2.2 
2.2 
2.4 


2.4 
2.1 
2.3 
2.2 


2.1 
2.4 
2.X 


2.4 
2.3 
2.2 


MEAN 
20.81 


21.13 
20.52 


20.37 
20.66 
21.36 


20.72 
21.33 
22.42 
20.09 
20.80 
21.04 
20.94 


20.72 
20.97 
21.75 


21.33 
20.76 
20.57 
20.49 


20.35 
21.57 
20.07 


20.96 
21.03 
20.40 


S.D. 
2.3 


2.5 
2.2 


2.4 
2.3 
2.3 


2.3 
2.6 
2.9 
2.7 
2.5 
2.6 
2.5 


2.3 
2.4 
2.2 


2.3 
2.2 
2.4 
2.4 


2.3 
2.2 
2.2 


2.4 
2.3 
2.3 


POOLED 
S.D. 

2.3 


2.5 
2.1 


1982*1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.6* 


0.7* 
0.6* 


2.3 
2.2 
2.3 


2.2 
2.5 
3.0 
2.9 
2.4 
2.5 
2.4 


2.3 
2.3 
2.3 


2.4 
2.2 
2.3 
2.3 


2.2 
2.3 
2.2 


2.4 
2.3 
2.2 


0.4* 
0.6* 
0.8* 


0.6* 

0.6* 

0.8 

0.1 

0.3 

0.3 

0.6* 


0.6* 
0.7* 
0.8* 


0.8* 
0.7* 
C.4* 
0.6* 


0.5* 
0.9* 
0.3* 


0.6* 
0.7* 
0.5* 


0.3 


0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.0 
0.1 
O.X 
0.2 


0.3 
0.3 
0.4 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.3 


o.e 

0.4 
O.X 


0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


735 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-67 


AT  WHAT  AGE  DO  YOU  EXPECT  TO  FINISH  YOUR  FULL-TIME  EDUCATION? 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX  2 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION*. 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


16529 


7671 
5858 


3332 
6183 
4710 


12709 
1782 
229 
120 
919 
184 
565 


14139 
561 
1829 


4029 
5083 
4622 
2795 


5129 
7540 
3786 


3217 
8448 
4864 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2130611 


1002695 
1127916 


404425 
1088747 
602053 


1745222 
214041 
25282 
15928 
62516 
17355 
47947 


1906773 
63372 
160466 


531162 
658892 
603168 
337389 


668255 
940148 
512669 


385181 
1047420 
698010 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
21.01 


21.01 
21.00 


20.03 
20.75 
22.19 


20.97 
21.19 
22.80 
20.19 
20.87 
21.01 
21.08 


20.90 
21.90 
21.91 


21.07 
20.79 
20.95 
21.44 


20.36 
22.20 
19.67 


21.19 
21.20 
20.61 


S.D. 
2.7 


2.8 
2.7 


2.7 
2.6 
2.4 


2.7 
3.0 
3.0 
2.8 
3.0 
3.1 
3.0 


2.7 
2.6 
2.4 


2.8 
2.6 
2.8 
2.8 


2.6 
2.4 
2.5 


2.9 
2.7 
2.7 


MEAN 
21.20 


21.34 
21.08 


20.32 
20.94 
22.29 


21.12 
21.71 
23.00 
20.75 
21.17 
20.92 
21.29 


21.11 
22.00 
21.99 


21.18 
21.02 
21.08 
21.81 


20.63 
22.32 
19.91 


736 


21.51 
21.40 
20.74 


S.D. 
2.7 


2.8 
2.5 


2.8 
2.6 
2.3 


2.6 
3.0 
2.6 
3.1 
3.1 
2.8 
2.7 


2.7 
2.5 
2.2 


2.7 
2.5 
2.7 
2.7 


2.6 
2.2 
2.6 


2.8 
2.6 
2.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

2.7 


2.8 
2.6 


2.8 
2.6 
2.4 


2.6 
3.0 
2.8 
3.0 
3.0 
3.0 
2.9 


2.7 
2.6 
2.3 


2.7 
2.6 
2.7 
2.8 


2.6 
2.3 
2.5 


2.8 
2.6 
2.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


0.3* 
0.1 


0.3* 
0.2* 
0.1 


0.1* 
0.5* 
0.2 
0.6 
0.3 
-0.1 
0.2 


0.2* 

0.1 

0.1 


0.1 
0.2* 
0.1 
0.4* 


0.3* 

0.1 

0.2* 


0.3* 
0,2* 
0.1 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
-0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


ERLC 


APPEND  J  JC  E-G3 


AT  WAT  AGE  00  YOU  EXPECT  TO  SET  MARRIED? 


LONBITUDIKAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL 


IN  19S2 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


15752 


70S5 
B667 


3142 
7865 
4464 


12310 
1521 
197 
104 
S9S 
169 
538 


13489 
522 
1741 


3813 
4875 
4399 
2665 


49Z4 
7083 
3685 


2979 
8041 
4732 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2031555 


927588 
1103967 


379907 
1047966 
571268 


1692004 
181416 
21926 
13763 
60903 
15832 
44457 


1819055 
59247 
153253 


504223 
635046 
573848 
318437 


638384 
883553 
500708 


358517 
995042 
677997 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WD  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
22.89 


23.31 
22.54 


22.42 
22.70 
23.55 


22.78 
23.75 
24.61 
22.22 
22.76 
22.99 
22.86 


22.82 
23.36 
23.56 


23.24 
22.72 
22.63 
23.14 


22.51 
23.56 
22.21 


23.10 
23.07 
22.51 


S.O. 
2.6 


2.7 
2.6 


2.6 

2.6 
2.5 


2.6 
2.9 
2.4 
3.1 
2.7 
2.6 
2.8 


2.7 
2.6 
2.4 


2.6 
2.5 
2.8 
2.6 


2.7 
2.4 
2.7 


2.7 
2.6 
2.7 


MEAN 
23.10 


23.77 
22.53 


22.41 
22.89 
23.92 


22.97 
23.97 
25.15 
23.07 
22.98 
23.29 
23.32 


23.01 
23.65 
23.88 


23.61 
22.88 
22.68 
23.45 


22.67 
23.85 
22.32 


23.33 
23.34 
22.61 


737 


S.D. 
2.8 


2.7 
2.7 


2.9 
2.7 
2.5 


2.7 
2.9 
2.7 
2.8 
2.8 
2.5 
2.8 


2.8 
3.0 
2.3 


2.6 
2.6 
3.0 
2.8 


2.8 
2.5 
2.9 


2.8 
2.7 
2.8 


POOLED 
S.D. 

2.7 


2.7 
2.6 


2.9 
2.7 
2.5 


2.7 
2.9 
2.6 
3.0 
2.8 
2.6 
2.8 


2.7 
2.8 
2.3 


2.6 
2.6 
2.9 
2.7 


2.7 
2.5 
2.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2)1 


0.5» 
-0.0 


2.7 
2.6 
2.8 


-0.0 
0.2)1 
0.4)1 


0.2)1 

0.2 

0.5 

0.9 

0.2 

0.3 

0.5 


0.2)1 

0.3 

0.3)1 


0.4* 
0.2 
0.0 
0.3)1 


0.2 

0.3« 

0.1 


0.2 

0.3)1 

0.1 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.2 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-&9 
AT  WHAT  AGE  00  YOU  EXPECT  TO  HAVE  VOW  FIRST  CHILD? 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESt 
LOH 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE5 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION 5 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


1*455 


6529 
7926 


WEIGHTED 
N 


1663061 


854741 
1008320 . 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


2900 
7232 
4077 


11239 
1447 
179 
93 
823 
167 
492 


12336 
483 
1636 


3540 
4488 
4015 
2412 


4522 
6472 
3399 


2738 
7407 
4310 


350388 
963299 
520501 


1544926 
172473 
19782 
12124 
55506 
16018 
40807 


1665045 
54953 
143063 


466404 
584110 
524647 
287901 


587385 
80*417 
462249 


329515 
915163 
618383 


MEAN 
24.55 


24,77 
24.36 


23.90 
24.38 
25.30 


24.58 
24.27 
26.15 
23.85 
24.25 
24.41 
24.48 


24.47 
25.33 
25.18 


24.81 
24.42 
24.32 
24.80 


24.13 
25.26 
23.85 


24.53 
24.79 
24.20 


S.D. 
2.7 


2.8 
2.6 


2.8 
2.7 
2.5 


2.6 
3.3 
2.5 
3.1 
3.0 
2.8 
2.7 


2.7 
2.7 
2.4 


2.7 
2.6 
2.8 
2.7 


2.7 
2.5 
2.8 


2.8 
2.6 
2.7 


MEAN 
24.93 


25.36 
24.57 


25.01 
24.12 
26.74 
24.56 
24.62 
24.85 
24.97 


24.84 
25.68 
25.68 


25.29 
24.80 
24.57 
25.26 


24.47 
25.76 
24.07 


S.D. 
2.9 


2.8 

2.9 


23.98  3.2 
24.79  2.8 
25.86  2.5 


733 


24.85 
25.24 
24.52 


2.7 
3.8 
2.5 
3.3 
3.0 
2.9 
2.8 


2.9 
3.0 
2.4 


2.8 
2.7 
3.1 
2.8 


2.9 
2.5 
3.0 


3.1 
2.7 
2.9 


POOLED 
S.O. 

2.8 


2.8 
2.7 


3.0 

2.7 
2.5 


2.7 
3.5 
2.5 
3.2 
3.0 
2.8 
2.8 


2.8 
2.9 
2.4 


2.7 
2.7 
2.9 
2.7 


2.8 
2.5 
2.9 


3.0 
2.7 
2.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.4* 


0.6* 
0.2* 


0.1 

0.4* 

0.6* 


0.4* 
-0.1 
0.6 
0.7 
0.4 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4* 

0.4 

0.5* 


0.5* 
0.4* 
0.3* 
0.5* 


0.3* 
0.5* 
0.2 


0.3* 
0.4* 
0.3* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.2 
0.1 


0.0 

0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
-0.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-90 


DO  YOU  EVE«  EXPECT  ™  STARTA  REGULAR  (NOT  SUMMER  I  JOB? 


C0MPARIS°N8  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHO&L 


IN  1962 


SAMPLE 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


COMMUNITY 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


TYPE: 


17417 


S102 
9315 


3635 
6622 
4621 


13392 
1646 
235 
135 
995 
190 
600 


14971 
576 
1666 


4197 
5342 
4941 
2937 


5547 
7639 
4143 


3325 
6624 
5266 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2249570 


1063957 
1165612 


440510 
1151075 
616261 


1643364 
222396 
25711 
17677 
67392 
16167 
52162 


2020390 
66050 
163130 


556046 
694316 
646630 
352576 


724382 
952695 
561049 


396495 
1096321 
754754 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAVED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

98.6 


98.7 
98.5 


97.7 
98.7 
99.0 


98.9 
97.8 
96.4 
93.9 
97.6 
96.2 
96.2 


98.5 
99.4 
99.1 


98.5 
98.9 
98.3 
98.6 


97.9 
99.3 
98.2 


98.4 
98.9 
98.2 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
98.8 


98.9 
98.7 


98.0 
98.9 
99.1 


98.9 
98.0 
100.0 
99.2 
97.7 
99.8 
98.8 


98.8 
98.8 
99.1 


99.2 
99.1 
98.1 
99.0 


98.4 
99.4 
98.3 

99/b 
99.0 
98.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.3 


0.4 
0.2 
0.1 


0.0 

0.2 

3.6« 

5.3 

0.0 

3.6 

2.5* 


0.3 
-0.6 
-0.0 


0.7* 
0.1 
-0.2 
0.4 


0.5 
0.1 
0.2 


0.6 
0.1 
0.3 


739 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-91 


00  YOU  EVER  EXPECT  TO  LIVE  IN  YOUR  OW  HOME  OR  APARTMENT? 
C PERCENT  YES) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17330 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
MUTE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

curriculum: 

GENERAL 

ACAOEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


S051 
9279 


357S 
8577 
4629 


13334 
1834 
2*0 
130 
994 
1SS 
596 


14889 
579 
1862 


4186 
5321 
4900 
2923 


5503 
7619 
4119 


3312 
8802 
5216 


NEIGHTEO 
N 


2236912 


1054430 
1182482 


433308 
1143719 
619252 


1834248 
220408 
25228 
17096 
67048 
18050 
51362 


2008137 
65727 
163048 


35I1Z5 


716828 
951480 
557035 


29630* 
10951  ■- 
7*?  /3 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

98.0 


97.7 
^8  3 


96.8 
98.1 
98.8 


98.4 
97.1 
94.0 
98.4 
95.1 
99.2 
94.0 


98.0 
99.1 
97.6 


97.8 
98.3 
*7.7 
98.2 


97.6 
98.8 
97.1 


97.8 
98.2 
97.8 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
98.5 


98.2 
98.8 


740 


97.5 
98.6 
99.1 


98.8 
97.5 
98.2 
97.3 
96.0 
98.2 
97.2 


98.5 
98.4 
99.1 


98.7 
93.8 
97.8 
98.9 


98.1 
99.3 
97.8 


98.6 
98.7 
98.2 


1982-1980 
OIFFERENCE 

OIFFERENCE 

0.5* 


0.5 
0.5* 


0.6 

0.5* 

0.3 


0.4* 

0.3 

4.2 

-1.0 
0.9 

-1.1 
3.3* 


0.5* 
-0.7 
1.5* 


0.9* 
0.5 
0.2 
0.6 


0.5 

0.5* 

0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.4 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-92 


00  YOU  EVER  EXPECT  ^FINISH  YOUR  FULL-TIME  EDUCATION? 
LONGITUDINAL  C0HPARIS0N3  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 

"*  V0CATI0NAL 
"  COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


swing 

N 


Hf>15 
V165 


/>525 
f$32 
4792 


13222 
1829 
232 
129 
;72 
190 
5fU 


14740 
575 
1865 


^173 
5269 

2888 


5420 
7632 
4049 


3300 
8745 
5135 


NEIGHTED 
N 


2217922 


1049953 
1167968 


428631 
1137166 
61328* 


1818486 
219984 
2^36 
16840 
66598 
16094 
50014 


1989090 
65111 
163721 


550739 
686729 
632866 
347587 


706944 
952303 
548429 


395926 
1085385 
736611 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

100.0 


100.0 
100.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
96.1 


95.5 
96.6 


94.4 
95.7 
9C.2 


96.0 
97.3 
99.5 
94.6 
93.9 
95.9 
95.9 


95.9 
97.3 
98.0 


96.4 
95.9 
95.3 
97.1 


94.5 
98.7 
93.5 


97.3 
96.5 
94.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

-3.9* 


-4.5* 
-3.4* 


-5.6* 
-4.3* 
-1.8* 


-4.0* 

-2.7* 

-0.5 

-5.4* 

-6.1* 

-4.1* 

-4.1* 


-4.1* 
-2.7* 
-2.0* 


-3.6* 
-4.1* 
-4,7* 
-2-9* 


-5.5* 
-1.3* 
-6.5* 


-2.7* 
-3,5* 
-5.2* 


741 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-93 


DO  YOU  EVER  EXPECT  TO  GET  MARRIED? 
(PERCENT  YES) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


SAMPLE 
N 


17611; 


8196 
9419 


HEIGH TED 
N 


2273640 


1074786 
1198854 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

92.5 


90.5 
94.2 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
94.5 


92.7 
96.1 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

2.0» 


2.2» 
1.8* 


SES: 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION'* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3678 
8727 
4858 


13491 
1901 
235 
134 
1032 
198 
600 


15136 
574 
1905 


4230 
5381 
50?.6 
2978 


5603 
7699 
4224 


3404 
8894 
5317 


446495 
1163836 
622227 


1855873 
229814 
26009 
17915 
70668 
19029 
51658 


2040529 
66438 
166673 


559318 
699937 
658315 
356070 


729952 
960185 
572212 


408131 
1103567 
761942 


89.1 
93.2 
94.0 


93.9 
84.4 
86.4 
84.9 
90.4 
88.9 
89.5 


92.3 
90.5 
94.7 


92.8 
93.4 
91.1 
92.7 


91.3 
94.0 
91.5 


91.6 
92.9 
92.3 


742 


92.2 
94.8 
95.9 


95.4 
88.2 
96.3 
90.0 
94.0 
88.2 
92.9 


94.4 
94.1 
95.3 


95.0 
95.2 
93.2 
94.6 


93.5 
95.9 
93.5 


93.4 
95.1 
94.2 


3.1* 
1.6* 
1.9* 


1.6* 
3.8* 
9.9* 
5.1 
3.6* 
-0.7 
3.4 


2.1* 

3.6 

0.5 


2.2* 
1.8* 
2.1* 
1.9* 


2.2* 
1.9* 
2.1* 


1.8* 
2.1* 
1.9* 


APPENDIX  E-94 


00  YOU  EVER  EXPECT  TO  HAVE  A  CHILD? 
(PERCENT  YES) 

.™™INAL  C0MPARISON5  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AFRICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
HE  ST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17009 


76*3 
9166 


3551 
6439 
4695 


13066 
1796 
226 
132 
960 
190 
575 


14614 
555 
1640 


4101 
5241 
4606 
2861 


5402 
7453 
4069 


3254 
8588 
5167 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2198031 


1029895 
1168136 


431093 
1126465 
602601 


1801475 
216874 
25149 
17607 
66991 
18342 
49299 


1972357 
64463 
161211 


543306 
681464 
630498 
342763 


704152 
931559 
551522 


391027 
1065851 
741153 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 

PERCENT 

89.5 


88.5 
90.3 


86.6 
90.1 
90.6 


90.3 
85.1 
61.6 
77.8 
88.1 
91.0 
87.2 


89.2 
88.0 
93.0 


90.3 
90.0 
86.4 
89.1 


88.4 
90.7 
88.6 


89.3 
90.1 
88.7 


1982  SENIORS 
PERCENT 
91.4 


90.5 
92.3 


89.6 
92.0 
92.0 


91.8 
69.0 
92.7 
85.5 
91.4 
91.8 
91.7 


91.3 
92.5 
93.* 


92.1 
92.2 
90.5 
90.6 


90.9 
92.2 
91.1 


91.6 
9?. 9 
90.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

DIFFERENCE 

2.0* 


2.0* 
1.9* 


743 


3.0* 
1.9* 
1.2 


1.5* 
3.9* 
11.2* 
7.7 
3.3 
0.8 
4.5 


2.0* 

*.4 

0.4 


1.8* 
2.2* 
2.2* 
1.5 


2.5* 
1.5* 
2.3* 


2.3* 
1.8* 
2.0* 


ERLC 
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D1X  E-95 


A  M09KING  MOTHER  OF  PRE-5CH0OL  CHILDREN  CAN  Dt  S  6000  A  MOTHER  AS  THE  WOMAN  WHO  OOESN'T  WORK 

ll=DISAGREE  STRONG    I    .  AGREE  STRONGLY  1 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STIIL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE5 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM* 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE". 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19702 


9285 
10417 


4279 
9643 
5302 


14743 
2328 
259 
156 
1277 
216 
695 


16982 
628 
2092 


4540 
5905 
5928 
3329 


6357 
8406 
4845 


3857 
9885 
5960 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2534935 


1218458 
1316477 


515674 
1283968 
679089 


2030538 
285807 
27721 
19553 
87097 
21231 
60249 


2276375 
73253 
185307 


600840 
761518 
783724 
38C852 


823568 
1049968 
£49568 


458591 
1233258 
843086 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.72 


2.64 
2.  AO 


2.85 
2.70 
2.65 


2.66 
3.10 
2.75 
2.86 
2.85 
2.90 
2.79 


2.73 
2.60 
2.63 


2.72 
2.67 
2.80 
2.68 


2.75 
2.67 
2.77 


2.78 
2.69 
2.74 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
ft. 8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 
2.81 


2.66 
2.95 


2.94 
2.80 
2.74 


2.75 
3.19 
2.88 
2.85 
2.92 
3.11 
2.86 


2.82 
2.72 
2.77 


2.82 
2.77 
2.86 
2.80 


2.83 
2.79 
2.8<V 


744 


2.90 
2.78 
2. 62 


S.D. 
0.0 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.0 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.0 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
-0.0 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  £-96 


IT  IS  USUALLY  BETTER  IF  THE  MAN  IS  THE  ACHIEVER  OUTSIDE  THE  HOME  AND  THE  uohin  ti*« 

 [™*^^  ^  W  ^E  HOME  AND  FAMILY 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1962 


SAMPLE 
N 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADc  IC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19496 


9164 
10332 


4229 
9554 
5252 


14610 

2292 
257 
153 

1252 
214 
690 


16606 
623 
2065 


4502 
5645 
5666 
3261 


6296 
6339 
4773 


3603 
9761 
5912 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2510665 


1203763 
1307102 


510297 
1273645 
672662 


2013250 
261552 
27611 
19322 
65017 
21207 
59962 


2254116 
72996 
163752 


596224 
754396 
777137 
363106 


616241 
1042255 
641037 


453705 
1220216 
636944 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.54 


2.31 
2.76 


2.54 
2.64 
2.52 
2.31 
2.36 
2.52 
2.51 


2.53 
2.56 
2.64 


2.61 
2.56 
2.46 
2.56 


2.47 
2.66 
2.46 


2.56 
2.56 
2.49 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


2.47  0.6 
2.53  0.6 
2.63  0.9 


0.6 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.9 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.6 
0.8 


MEAN 
2.64 


2.36 
2.67 


2.55 
2.62 
2.74 


2.63 
2.72 
2.63 
2.50 
2.53 
2.64 
2.61 


2.63 
2.67 
J.  74 


2.73 
2.63 
2.55 
2.67 


2.55 
2.77 
2.52 


2.69 
2.67 
2.56 


745 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 
0.9 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.9 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.9 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


rrFECT 

SIZE 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-97 


MOST  WOMEN  ARE  HAPPIEST  WHEN  THEY  ARE  MAKING  A  HOME  AND  CARING  FOR  CHILDREN 
ticAGREE  STRONGLY}  4=DISAGREE  STRONGLY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19223 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2474082 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
2.53 


S.D. 
0.8 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.70 


S.D. 
0.8 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


8956 
10267 


1175670 
1298412- 


2.39 
2.65 


0.7 
0.8 


2.54 
2.85 


0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.8 


0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.2 


SES: 


LOU 

MIDDLE 
NIGH 


4209 
9422 
5140 


507321 
1255626 
658342 


2.33 
2.52 
2.71 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


2.52 
2.69 
2.88 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.6 
0.8 
0.8 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


RACE: 

MITE  14375  1980674  2.56  0.8 

BLACK  2275  279446  2.35  0.9 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  254  27348  2.55  0.8 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  149  18865  2.39  0.8 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1252  85295  2.31  0.7 

PUERTO  RICAN  214  21016  2.36  0.8 

OTHER  HISPANIC  677  58841  2.48  0.8 


2.74 
2.54 
2.77 
2.55 
2.52 
2.50 
2.62 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.2* 

0.2* 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2* 

0.1 

0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION** 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


16580 
604 
2039 


4449 
5759 
5785 
3230 


2222653 
71066 
180363 


588873 
743475 
765324 
376410 


2.51 
2.64 
2.65 


2.61 
2.56 
2.40 
2.60 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


2.68 
2.88 
2.88 


2.79 
2.73 
2.57 
2.78 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2 
0.3 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6217 
8196 
4720 


806830 
1024075 
631656 


2.42 
2.69 
2.39 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


2.60 
2.89 
2.53 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RIPAL 


3757 
9641 
5825 


447074 
1202628 
824380 


2.50 
2.57 
2.48 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


746 


2.69 
2.75 
2.63 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-98 


I  FEEL 


1  A?A!!f!?S0N  0F  M0RTH»  W  AN  EQUAL  PLANE  WITH  OTHERS 
fl=DISAGREE  STRONGLY!  4=AGREE  STRONGLY I 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17368 


8204 
9164 


3597 
8547 
4842 


13077 
2026 
£28 
124 
1089 
189 
610 


16900 
571 
1897 


4026 
5248 
5192 
2902 


5469 
7736 
4087 


3411 
8792 
5165 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL 


IN  1982 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2234932 


1076940 
1157992 


434263 
1138304 
618290 


1798236 
246815 
24470 
16342 
75148 
18413 
52858 


2002411 
64560 
167961 


531800 
676286 
684158 
342688 


709989 
965592 
549887 


407081 
1093164 
734687 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.23 


3.24 
3.22 


3.18 
3.21 
3.29 


3.22 
3.35 
3.24 
3.09 
3.16 
3.16 
3.24 


3.22 
3.29 
3.28 


3.22 
3.20 
3.24 
3.27 


3.18 
3.29 
3.17 


3.26 
3.23 
3.20 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


747 


MEAN 
3.35 


3.34 
3.36 


3.30 
3.33 
3.42 


3  34 
3.45 
3.40 
3.31 
3.31 
3.36 
3.34 


3.35 
3.39 
3.41 


3.33 
3.33 
3.36 
3.41 


3.29 
3.44 
3.29 


3.39 
3.36 
3.31 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0,6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2* 

0.2 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-99 


I  TAKE  A  POSITIVE  ATTITUDE  TOWARD  MYSELF 
(lsDISAGREE  STRONGLY*  4* AGREE  STRONGLY ) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17411 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2234673 


1960  SOPHOMORES 
NHD  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
3.20 


3.0. 
0.6 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.30 


S.D. 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


19C2-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


SEXt 
MALE 
FEMALE 


8289 
9122 


1085800 
1148873 


3.29 
3.11 


0.6 
0.6 


3.38 
3.23 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.2 


SCSI 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


3557 
8570 
4880 


425478 
1140828 
622602 


3.17 
3.19 
3.23 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


3.30 
3.28 
3.33 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


O.v 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AKERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  PIC AN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COmUNXTY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


13008 
2123 
233 
128 
1088 
196 
611 


14928 
590 
1893 


3988 
5217 
5245 
2961 


5495 
7747 
4092 


3468 
8805 
5138 


1786346 
257804 
25125 
15922 
74757 
19586 
52833 


2001167 
67056 
166451 


524097 
670660 
689432 
350484 


710591 
967254 
546706 


410763 
1095317 
728593 


3.16 
3.45 
3.27 
3.06 
3.17 
3.33 
3.24 


3.20 
3.23 
3.21 


3.19 
3.16 
3.24 
3.21 


3.18 
3.23 
3.17 


3.26 
3.20 
3.17 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


■*48 

0.6 


3.26 
3.55 
3.31 
3.29 
3.33 
3.42 
3.27 


3.3* 
3.31 
3.30 


3.29 
3.27 
3.35 
3.30 


3.25 
3.35 
3.28 


3.37 
3.30 
3.27 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.0 

0.2 

0.2* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 


o.e 

0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-100 


ON  THE  WHOLE >  I  AN  SATISFIED  NITH  MYSELF 
(lsOISAGREE  STRONGLYi  4*AGREE  STRONGLY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       MEI6HTE0  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SESs 
LOU 

MIOOLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
HHXTE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOl  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


17560 


8220 
9340 


3689 
8586 
4895 


13245 
2021 
228 
132 
1094 
193 
624 


15083 
582 
1895 


4081 
5268 
5252 
2959 


5577 
7744 
4167 


3439 
8(55 
5*66 


2259356 


1077320 
1182036 


445409 
1143686 
625802 


1822270 
245952 
24835 
16868 
74604 
18587 
53701 


2023177 
67486 
168693 


539931 
678996 
690313 
350117 


720717 
969411 
560327 


409172 
1102201 
747982 


MEAN 
3.01 


3.04 
2.98 


2.96 
3.00 
3.06 


3.00 
3.09 
2.99 
2.94 
3.00 
3.04 
3.04 


3.00 
3.09 
3.04 


3.00 
2.99 
3.02 
3.03 


2.99 
3.03 
2.99 


3.04 
3.00 
3.00 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


MEAN 
3.10 


3.09 
3.10 


3.05 
3.08 
3.16 


3.09 
3.13 
3.10 
3.07 
3.11 
3.09 
3.10 


3.09 
3.15 
3.14 


3.09 
3.10 
3.10 
3.12 


3.04 
3.16 
3.07 


3.11 
3.10 
3.09 


S.O. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLEO 
S.O. 

0.7 


0.6 
0.7 


1982-1980 
OIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1« 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 

a. 7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.0 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
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APPENDIX  E-101 


AT  TIMES*  I  THINK  I  AM  NO  6000  AT  ALL 
( Is AGREE  STRONGLY;  ^-DISAGREE  STRONGLY  I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


16644 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2143500 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
2.48 


S.D. 
0.8 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.61 


S.D. 
0.8 


POOLED 
3.0. 

0.8 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 


7750 
8894 


1017857 
1125643 


2.58 
2.39 


0.8 
0.8 


2.69 
2.54 


0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 


0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1 
0.2 


SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


3451 
8200 
4630 


417180 
1093006 
591399 


2.44 
2.47 
2.51 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


2.57 
2.60 
2.64 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


RACE8 
WHITE 
CLACK 

AS I AN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


12600 
1892 
203 
121 
1029 
104 
593 


14292 
554 
1798 


3823 
5045 
4949 
2827 


1733607 
229849 
21990 
15675 
70741 
18501 
50623 


1919232 
65353 
158915 


508848 
651124 
649543 
333985 


2.44 
2.78 
2.55 
2.48 
2.43 
2.67 
2.48 


2.48 
2.51 
2.45 


2.51 
2.42 
2.51 
2.48 


0.8 
0.9 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


2.57 
2.91 
2.56 
2.60 
2.59 
2.65 
2.63 


2.61 
2.62 
2.59 


2.63 
2.57 
2.64 
2.61 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2* 
-0.0 
0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
-0.0 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


5266 
7360 
3949 


3226 
8443 
4975 


679683 
922410 
532358 


387535 
1048927 
707038 


2.44 
2.52 
2.45 


2.57 
2.48 
2.42 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
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2.56 
2.65 
2.60 


2.68 
2.61 
2.57 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.2* 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-102 

\  :i  -  ■ 


TOTAL 

I  SEX' 
I  HALE 
FEMALE 

SESs 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17966 


6491 
9497 


3756 
8657 
4962 


13593 
2072 
234 
135 
1107 
190 
632 


15476 
594 
1916 


41*4 
5431 
5321 
3042 


5747 
7672 
4266 


3525 
9086 
5375 


I  AM  ABLE  TO  DO  THINGS  AS  NELL  AS  MOST  OTHER  PEOPLE 
Cl=DI3AGREE  STRONGLY I  4* AGREE  STRONGLY ) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2322702 


1116963 
1205719 


456652 
1163878 
634700 


1873491 
254207 
25265 
17487 
75164 
19016 
55227 


2083482 
68458 
170762 


556368 
701474 
703089 
361770 


749651 
985975 
576907 


423662 
1134160 
764880 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.21 


3.25 
3.16 


3.14 
3.19 
3.27 


3.20 
3.31 
3.23 
3.07 
3.13 
3.13 
3.19 


3.20 
3.26 
3.24 


3.21 
3.18 
3.21 
3.23 


3.17 
3.26 
3.16 


3.22 
3.21 
3.19 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 

.0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


MEAN 
3.31 


3.34 
3.28 


3.28 
3.28 
3.38 


3.30 
3.42 
3.35 
3.28 
3.26 
3.36 
3.29 


3.31 
3.34 
3.31 


3.30 
3.28 
3.33 
3.34 


3.26 
3.37 
3.27 


3.34 
3.31 
3.29 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


TOOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1* 

0.2* 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0,2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 
0.4 
0.2 


0.2 
0.1 
0.1 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 


751 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-103 


I  FEEL  I  DO  NOT  HAVE  MUCH  TO  BE  PROUD  OF 
(1= AGREE  STRONGLY;  4=DISA6REE  STRONGLY  I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
r  *  LIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION* 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CEfrTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
AC  tDEHIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17440 


S166 
9274 


3607 
8601 
4857 


13188 
2019 
210 
129 
1071 
187 
611 


14972 
576 
1092 


4039 
5238 
5239 
2924 


5479 
7770 
4122 


3407 
8784 
5249 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2246790 


1071880 
1174911 


435860 
1146278 
621630 


1814373 
246318 
22845 
17152 
72743 
17852 
52632 


2011920 
65716 
169154 


532666 
676083 
689645 
348396 


711406 
973122 
553543 


406844 
1093659 
746288 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.20 


3.17 
3.22 


3.07 
3.20 
3.29 


3.21 
3.20 
3.19 
3.09 
3.04 
2.94 
3.10 


3.19 
3.32 
3.23 


3.18 
3.19 
3.20 
3.24 


3.12 
3.30 
3.12 


3.20 
3.21 
3.18 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.8 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


MEAN 
3.28 


3.24 
3.31 


3.17 
3.27 
3.38 


3.29 
3.26 
3.23 
3.15 
3.14 
3.29 
3.21 


3.27 
3.34 
3.35 


3.28 
3.26 
3.26 
3.32 


3.19 
3.39 
3.18 
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3.29 
3.29 
3.24 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.9 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 

S.O. 

0.7 


0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.8 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

0.3* 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.4 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPE^IDfX  E-104 


PEOPLE  WHO  ACCEPT  THEIR  CONDITION  IN  LIFE  ARE  HAPPIER  THAN  THOSE  WHO  TOY  TO  CHANGE  THINGS 
 ^;^REE  STRONGLYJ  4=0ISAGREE  STRONGLY)  ™  3 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM? 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


15570 


7184 
8386 


3280 
7699 
4269 


11827 
1705 
193 
113 
988 
170 
556 


13424 
500 
1646 


3577 
4688 
4686 
2619 


4945 
6788 
3767 


3006 
7830 
4734 


2017253 


949590 
1067663 


400154 
1032610 
547035 


1636293 
210178 
20857 
15080 
67197 
17356 
48636 


1811272 
60118 
145863 


477207 
608387 
620134 
311526 


644409 
854141 
509800 


361661 
982456 
673136 


MEAN 
2.47 


2.46 
2.47 


2.30 
2.44 
2.64 


2.49 
2.36 
2.47 
2.42 
2.32 
2.30 
2.32 


2.45 
2.67 
2.57 


2.52 
2.47 
2.39 
2.53 


2.35 
2.65 
2.31 


2.49 
2.50 
2.41 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


MEAN 
2.67 


2.66 
2.68 


2.46 
2.66 
2.87 


71 
51 
6S 
54 


2.44 
2.41 
2.52 


2.66 
2.88 
2.79 


2.70 
2.68 
2.60 
2.76 


2.55 
2.88 
2.48 


2.68 
2.71 
2.61 


S.D. 
0.9 


0.3 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.8 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.9 


0.9 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.9 


0.9 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.9 


0.8 
0.9 
0.8 


0.9 
0.9 
0.9 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.2K 


0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 

0.2* 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


0.2* 
0.2* 
0.2* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.2 


0.2 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.2 
0.3 
0.2 


0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
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APPENDIX  E-105 


00  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  A  TROUBLE  MAKER? 
(lsVERY*  3=N0T  AT  ALL I 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


SAMPLE 
N 


19406 


9255 
10151 


HEIGHTS 
N 


2496051 


1211823 
1284228 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 

2.72 


2.65 
2.80 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


MEAN 
2.80 


2.71 
2.88 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.4 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0,1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.2 


SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4204 
9488 
5219 


508371 
1262172 
668591 


2.74 
2.72 
2.72 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


2.32 
2.79 
2.80 


0.4 
0.5 
0.4 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0  1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 

URBAN 

SUBURBAN 
v  RURAL 


14567 
2268 
254 
158 
1237 
222 
671 


16713 
626 
2067 


4453 
5866 
5822 
3265 


6245 
8310 
4752 


3783 
9752 
5871 


2004650 
278088 
27301 
20348 
83367 
21345 
58030 


2240585 
73619 
181847 


589860 
754897 
769241 
382053 


810123 
1036323 
637366 


449838 
1213607 
832607 


2.71 
2.87 
2.79 
2.59 
2.72 
2.76 
2.70 


2.73 
2.63 
2.67 


2.72 
2.66 
2.81 
2.72 


2.66 
2.78 
2.71 


2.78 
2.71 
2.72 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


2.78 
2.90 
2.85 
2.66 
2.80 
2.83 
2.83 


2.80 
2.72 
2.75 


2.79 
2.76 
2.84 
2.78 


2.74 
2.85 
2.78 
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3.84 
2.79 
2.78 


0.5 
0.3 
0.4 
0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 


0.4 

O.S 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.5 
0.4 
0.5 


0.4 
0.5 
0.5 


0.1* 

0.0* 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1» 

0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 


0.1 
0.2 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.2 
0.1 


ERLC 


APPENDIX  E-106 


DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  A  6000  STUDENT? 
<1=N0T  AT  ALL;  3-VERY) 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  I960  SOPHOMORES 

N  N  MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1962  SENIORS 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

curriculum: 

GENERAL 

ACADEMIC 

VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19676 


9362 
10296 


4292 
9603 
5274 


14703 
2342 
264 
161 
1262 
226 
690 


16961 
629 
2066 


4506 
5926 
5943 
3301 


6333 
6402 
4641 


3656 
9662 
5940 


2530021 


1 227**96 
1302124 


516679 
1276654 
675696 


2023156 
266622 
26604 
20601 
65660 
21943 
60061 


2271672 
74031 
164116 


595626 
762653 
764564 
366757 


620226 
1047595 
649717 


457461 
1230730 
641630 


MEAN 

2.23 


2.17 
2*26 


2.17 
2.21 
2.32 


2.21 
2.40 
2.37 
2.13 
2.15 
2.16 
2.17 


2.23 
2.19 
2.24 


2.23 
2.19 
2.25 
2.26 


2.10 
2.39 
2.12 


2.27 
2.23 
2.21 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 

JO. 6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


MEAN 
2*24 


2.16 
2.31 


2.22 
2.40 
2.36 
2.23 
2.17 
2.23 
2.20 


2.24 
2.22 
2.27 


2.24 
2.21 
2.27 
2.24 


2.09 
2.41 
2.15 


2.27 
2.24 
2.23 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


2.20  0.6 

2.21  0.6 
2.32  0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 

0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLEO 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0,6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
C.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1962-1960 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


-0.0 
0.0* 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


-0  0 

0.0 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
9.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  IMPORTANT? 
(l=NOT  AT  ALL;  3=VERY> 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19265 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2400023 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
1.96 


S.D. 
0.6 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.99 


S.D. 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


9194 
10071 


1204811 
1275212 


1.92 
1.99 


0.6 
0.6 


1.97 
2.00 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 
0.0 


0.1 
0.0 


SES: 


LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 


4212 
9403 
5165 


510427 
1251739 
662310 


1.85 
1.96 
2.04 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1.91 
1.97 
2.09 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.0* 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


WHITE  1***0  1988906  1.95  0.6 

BLACK  2272  278066  2-02  0.6 

ASIAN- AMERICAN  250  26731  1.94  0.6 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  157  20084  1.95  0.6 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1226  83593  1.89  0.6 

PUERTO  RICAN  216  20915  1.86  0.6 

OTHER  HISPANIC  676  58875  2.01  0.6 


1.98 
2.07 
2.06 
2.01 
1.97 
1.97 
2.01 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.0* 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
-0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
-0.0 


SCHOOL  TYPE? 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOOTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


16507 
618 
2060 


4*14 
5011 
5006 
3234 


6213 
0235 
4720 


2224332 
73729 
101963 


583671 
747072 
769454 
379026 


005044 
1020040 
634165 


1.95 
2.02 
2.04 


1.96 
1.95 
1.96 
1.96 


1.91 
2.02 
1.91 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1.9G 
2.09 
2.08 


2.00 
1.97 
2.00 
1.99 


1.92 
2.09 
1.93 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.0* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.0« 
0.0 
0.0* 
0.0 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 


COMMUNITY  TYPE? 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3767 
9662 
5036 


447220 
1204536 
020266 


1.95 
1.97 
1.94 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


758 


1.99 
2.00 
98 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0* 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
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TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPES 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
;v  URBAN 
v  SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOU?  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  SOCIALLY  ArTIVE* 
<l=NOT  AT  ALL;  3= VERY) 

^IT^I^L  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  198? 
SAMPLE       WEIGHTED  1900  SOPHOMORES 

 N  _  N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL  1902  SENIORS 

M"N         S.O.  MEAN         S.O.  "H? 

19*72         2505891  1.98         0.6  1.96         0.7  Q-6 


9278 
10194 


4224 
95?0 
5237 


1*594 
2293 
256 
157 
12*7 
216 
67* 


16763 
629 
2080 


4*71 
5878 
5839 
328* 


6271 
83*2 
*762 


3819 
9786 
5867 


1215*59 
1290*3* 


511173 
1265873 
672033 


2009201 
281350 
27707 
20129 
8*861 
21276 
58218 


22*8150 
74385 
183357 


591516 
756280 
772*7* 
385622 


812781 
10*1023 
6*01** 


453595 
1219967 
832331 


1.89 
2.05 


1.85 
1.08 
S.06 


1.97 
2.09 
1.84 
1.82 
1.86 
1.98 
1.98 


1.97 
2.09 
2.03 


1.99 
1.96 
1.99 
1.97 


1.94 
2.03 
1.93 


1.97 
1.98 
1.97 


0.6 

0.6 


tV7 
0.6 
V.6 


0.6 
5.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


1.93 

1.99 


1.82 
1.94 
2.12 


1.95 
2.05 
1.89 
2.03 
1.85 
1.85 
1.95 


1.95 
2.11 
2.06 


1.99 
1.94 
1.96 
1.97 


1.88 
2.09 
1.84 


1.95 
1.97 
1.95 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.0 


0.0)1 
-0.1* 


-0.0 
-0.0* 
0.1* 


-0 

-0, 
0, 
0, 
-0, 
-0, 
-0. 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.1* 
0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


EFFECT 
SI7E 

-0.0 


0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.1 
0.1 


-0.0 
-0.1 
0.1 
0.3 
-0.0 
-0.2 
-0.1 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 


-0.1 
0.1 
-0.1 


-0.0 
-0.0 
-0.0 
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OTAL 

IEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES* 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
NIGH 


SAMPLE 
N 


19583 


9365 
1021d 


4269 
9572 
5240 


DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  POPULAR? 
(1=N0T  AT  ALLS  3=VERY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1902 


WEIGHTED 
N 


2519037 


1227157 
1291680 


516803 
1272653 
671615 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN 
1.95 


1.96 
1.94 


1.85 
1.95 
2.02 


S.D. 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
2.00 


2.04 
1.96 


1.89 
2.00 
2.10 


S.D. 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.5 


0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


1962-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.0 


0.0 

0.0« 

0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.2 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


race: 

WHITE  14631  2013517  1.93  0.5 

BUCK  2339  287463  2.08  0.6 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  260  28012  1.86  0.5 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  161  20670  1.88  0.6 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN  1252  84845  1.85  0.6 

PUERTO  RICAN  224  21846  1.96  0.6 

OTHER  HISPANIC  686  59533  1.99  0.5 


1.98 
2.11 
1.90 
2.02 
1.95 
2.02 
2.01 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.0 


SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 


16871 
625 
2087 


2261699 
73789 
183550 


1.94 
2.04 
2.01 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


1.99 
2.11 
2.05 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 


4485 
5900 
5918 
3280 


593211 
759028 
782995 
383803 


1.98 
1.94 
1.95 
1.91 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


2.03 
1.98 
2.01 
1.97 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.6 


0.5 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 


6322 
8346 
4813 


819590 
1040936 
646018 


1.93 
1.99 
1.90 


0.5 
0.5 
0.5 


1.96 
2.08 
1.93 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.6 
0.5 
0.6 


0.0 

0.1* 

0.0 


0.1 
0.2 
0.0 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


3343 
9838 
5902 


456546 
1226262 
836229 


1.95 
1.95 
1.95 


0.6 
0.5 


0.5 
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2.01 
1.99 
2.0C 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.6 
0.5 
0.5 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.0* 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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00  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  ATHLETIC 
_   C1=N0T  AT  ALL;  3=VERY> 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE 
N 


WEIGHTED  1980  SOPHOMORES 

N  WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOU 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


19608 


9365 
10243 


4266 
9583 
5258 


14675 
2323 
259 
159 
1260 
219 
683 


16594 
627 
2087 


4499 
5916 
5894 
3299 


6314 
8389 
4805 


3836 
9861 
5911 


2521906 


1227149 
1294757 


516590 
1274081 
673747 


2019338 
284809 
27962 
20581 
85638 
21164 
59263 


2264335 
73755 
183815 


595415 
761323 
779072 
386095 


817695 
1047277 
644663 


455645 
1228497 
637763 


MEAN 
1.84 


1.99 
1.70 


1.83 
1.94 
1.82 
1.89 
1.80 
1.82 
1.88 


1.84 
1.99 
1.88 


1.84 
1.86 
1.81 
1.88 


1.82 
1.93 
1.73 


1.81 
1.85 
1.85 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


1.71  0.7 
1.84  0.7 
1.96  0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
1.74 


1.92 
1.57 


1.61 
1.73 

1.38 


1.42 
l.>3 
1.67 
1.77 


1.73 
1.90 
1.79 


1.70 
1.75 
1.70 
1.7? 


1.71 
1,66 
1.60 


1.71 
1.75 
1.74 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0,7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 

0  7 
3*7 
0.7 


0.7 
©.7 

fc*7 


0.7 

$.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0,7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

-0.1* 


-0,1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 

-o.i* 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 

-0.1* 

-0.1 

-0.1 

-0.1 

-0.1 

-0.1 


-0.1* 

-0.1 

-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 


-0.1* 
-0.1* 
-0.1* 
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-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.2 


-0.1 
-0.2 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.1 
-0.1 
-0.2 
-0.2 


-0.1 
-0.1 


-0.1 
-0.2 
-0.2 
-0.1 


-0.2 
-0.1 
-0.2 


-0.1 
-0.lv 
-0.2 
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DO  OTHER  SOPHOMORES  IN  YOUR  SCHOOL  SEE  YOU  AS  PART  OF  THE  LEADING  CROUD? 

(l=NOT  AT  ALL!  3= VERY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

MIODLF. 
HIGH 

RACES 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN- AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE? 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


19493 


9292 
10201 


4262 
9530 
5205 


14595 
2304 
253 
160 
1253 
221 
67S 


16S04 
616 
2073 


4467 
5877 
5871 
3278 


6292 
8306 
4796 


3812 
9781 
5900 


HEIGHTED 
N 


2506169 


1217231 
1288939 


515830 
1266617 
666170 


2008144 
282848 
26999 
20635 
84629 
21381 
58610 


2251278 
72393 
182498 


590356 
756751 
775877 
383185 


815079 
1035485 
643529 


452344 
1217634 
836191 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
1.80 


1.82 
1.78 


1.71 
1.79 
1.89 


1.81 
1.75 
1.65 
1.74 
1.77 
1.75 
1.78 


1.79 
1.94 
1.82 


1.79 
1.79 
1.82 
1.76 


1.80 
1.83 
1.75 


1.75 
1.79 
1.83 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0,7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
1.81 


1.86 
1.76 


1.68 
1.80 
1.95 


1.82 
1.80 
1.75 
1.90 
1.77 
1.75 
1.80 


1.80 
1.99 
1.86 


1.78 
1.80 
1.84 
1.82 


1.77 
1.92 
1.69 


1.78 
1.81 
1.84 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0 


0.0* 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.1« 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


-0.0 

0.1* 
-0.1* 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.1 
-0.0 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


-0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


-0.0 
0.1 
-0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


760 


ERIC 


APPENDI3C  E-112 


GOOD  LUCK  IS dMORE  IMPORTANT  THAN  HARD  WORK  FOR  SUCCESS 
C 1= AGREE  STRONGLY;  ^DISAGREE  STRONGLY  I 


TOTAL 


SEX: 


HALE 
FEN ALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION : 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
oOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMPLE 
N 


17236 


7997 
9239 


3574 
8486 
4784 


13062 
1922 
223 
132 
1099 
183 
591 


14829 
576 
1831 


3941 
5218 
5148 
2929 


5452 
7586 
4123 


3366 
8718 
5152 


™"™™AL  C0MPA*IS0NS  TO  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN 


1982 


WEIGHTEO 
N 


2221218 


1047851 
1173367 


429902 
1134328 
611623 


1797677 
234807 
23938 
16657 
76099 
17674 
51799 


1990635 
66336 
164247 


522205 
674698 
678547 
345767 


706119 
950226 
555211 


403006 
1087959 
730253 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


MEAN 
3.13 


3.09 
3.17 


3.01 
3.13 
3.23 


3.18 
2.92 
3.10 
3.02 
2.89 
2.79 
2.97 


3.12 
3.19 
3.23 


3.12 
3.17 
3.07 
3.19 


3.06 
3.26 
3.01 


3.10 
3.15 
3.12 


S.O. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 

o.y 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
3.18 


3.12 
3.24 


3.09 
3.19 
3.25 


3.21 
3.04 
3.23 
3.01 
3.02 
3.03 
3.05 


3.17 
3.23 
3.26 


3.18 
3.20 
3.14 
3.24 


3.12 
3.29 
3.08 


3.15 
3.20 
3.17 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0,7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0,7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.O. 

0,7 


0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.8 
0.3 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
OIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.0 

o.i* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.0 


0.0* 
0.1> 
0.1 
-0.0 
0.1* 
0.2 
0  1 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.0 


0.1* 
0.0 
0.1* 
0.0 


0.1* 
0.0* 
0.1* 


0.1 
0.0* 
0  1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
-0.0 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.0 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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APPENDIX  E-H3 


PLANNING  ONLY  HAKES  A  PERSON  UNHAPPY,  SINCE  PLANS  HARDLY  EVER  NORK  OUT  ANYWAY 
tl:AGREE  STRONGLY}  ^DISAGREE  STRONGLY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 
N  N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SES! 
LON 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE-' 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


171X8  2213770 


79*5 
9193 


1980  SOPHOMORES 
WHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


MEAN  S.D. 
3.03  0.8 


1046281 
1167489 


2.97 
3.08 


0.8 
0.8 


3539 

431757 

2.84 

0.8 

8427 

1123278 

3.03 

0.8 

4809 

617071 

3.17 

0.7 

13041 

1797877 

3.05 

0.7 

1891 

231179 

2.94 

0.8 

221 

24373 

3.15 

0.7 

128 

16681 

2.70 

0.8 

1068 

72385 

2.83 

0.8 

177 

18029 

2.75 

0.8 

590 

50965 

2.89 

0.8 

14734 

1980857 

3.02 

0.8 

572 

68054 

3.13 

0.7 

1832 

164859 

3.09 

0.7 

3931 

522441 

2.99 

0.8 

5191 

672355 

3.04 

0.7 

5091 

671364 

2.99 

0.8 

2925 

347609 

3.13 

0.7 

5430 

705249 

2.92 

0.8 

7562 

949427 

3.19 

0.7 

4078 

550145 

2.89 

0.8 

3302 

395841 

3.04 

0.8 

8670 

1083470 

3.05 

0.7 

5166 

734459 

2.99 

0.8 

1982  SENIORS 


MEAN  S.D. 


POOLED 
S.D. 


3.06 

0.7 

0.7 

I  00 

0.7 

0.6 

3  12 

0.7 

0.7 

2.87 

0.8 

0.8 

3.06 

0.7 

0.7 

3.20 

0.7 

0.7 

3.09 

0.7 

0.7 

2.95 

0.8 

0.8 

3.19 

0.7 

0.7 

2.81 

0.8 

0.8 

2.87 

0.8 

0.8 

2.83 

0.8 

0.8 

2.96 

0.8 

0.8 

3.05 

0.7 

0.8 

3.16 

0.7 

0.7 

3.12 

0.7 

0.7 

3.01 

0.7 

0.7 

3.08 

0.7 

0.7 

3.02 

0.8 

0.8 

3.19 

0.7 

0.7 

2.96 

0.7 

0.8 

3.22 

0.7 

0.7 

2.93 

0.8 

0.8 

3.04 

0.7 

0.8 

3.09 

0.7 

0.7 

3.03 

0.7 

0.8 

1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.0* 


0.0 
0.0* 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0» 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 


0.0« 

0.0 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 

0.0» 

0.0 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.0 


0.0 
0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


APPENDIX  E-114 


fiiSriS  T°  ME  IS  HY  OHN  DOING 
USPISA6KEE  STRONGLY;  4=AGREE  STRONGLY) 

™™!.L  m™  m  ™°SE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE  NEIGHTED 
N  N 


1930  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEMALE 

SESJ 
LOW 

KIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BUCK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
WEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEHIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


ERIC 


16803  2168232 


MEAN  S.D. 
2.98  0.7 


7935 
8868 


3516 
8319 
4628 


12789 
1831 
203 
129 
1063 
183 
585 


14466 
544 
1791 


3920 
5047 
4981 
2855 


5371 
7341 
4019 


3243 
8512 
504B 


1043742 
1124490 


424509 
1109742 
594737 


1762725 
224693 
21717 
16415 
72443 
16245 
50031 


1945927 
63263 
159042 


523034 
652732 
653535 
338932 


693841 
922567 
542596 


388842 
1063501 
715689 


3.00 
2.95 


2.95 
2.97 
3.01 


2.99 
2.89 
3.08 
2.94 
2.96 
2.97 
3.04 


2.98 
2.91 
2.98 


3.00 
2.95 
2.95 
3.05 


2.98 
2.99 
2.96 


2.96 
2.97 
3.00 


0,7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


o.; 

0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN 
3.05 


3,07 
3.02 


3.00 
3.04 
3.09 


3.06 
2.95 
3.07 
3.02 
3.01 
2.92 
3.09 


3.05 
3.03 
3.01 
3.13 


3.02 
3.07 
3.03 


3.04 
3.06 
3.04 


S.D. 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


3.05 

0.7 

0.7 

3.09 

0.7 

0.7 

3.02 

0.6 

0.7 

0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

O.lff 


O.lff 
0.1* 


0.1 

O.lff 

O.lff 


O.lff 

0.1 
-0.0 

0.1 

0.0 
-0,0 

0.1 


O.lff 
0.2ff 
0.0 


O.lff 
O.lff 
O.lff 
O.lff 


O.Off 
O.lff 
O.lff 


O.lff 
O.lff 
0.0 


EFFECY 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 

-0.0 
0.1 
0.1 

-0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.3 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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APPENDIX  E-115 


NHEN  I  HAKE  PLANS.  I  Alt  AlHOST  CERTAIN  I  CAN  HAKE  THEH  NORK 
(1=DISAGRZE  STRONGLY;  4=A6REE  STRONGLY) 


LONGITUDINAL  COHPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE     WEIGHTED        1980  SOPHOMORES 
H  N  NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
HALE 
FEHALE 

SE3: 
LOW 

HIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION? 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
HEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEHIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPES 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


MEAN 

S.D. 

MEAN 

16682 

2179569 

2.93 

0.6 

3.03 

7894 

1040025 

2.97 

0.6 

3.05 

8988 

1139544 

2.89 

4.6 

3.01 

3551 

428766 

2.87 

0.6 

2.99 

8339 

1114144 

2.92 

0.6 

9  All 

3.02 

4625 

594802 

2.98 

0.6 

3.06 

12725 

1757651 

2.91 

0.6 

V  All 

3.02 

1958 

238275 

3.05 

0.7 

3.14 

205 

22176 

2.98 

0.6 

*  A* 

3.03 

132 

17539 

2.82 

0.7 

3.01 

1058 

71881 

2.91 

0.6 

3.02 

192 

19037 

2.92 

0.6 

3.07 

591 

50711 

2.98 

0.6 

3.02 

14546 

1954796 

2.92 

0.6 

3.03 

533 

63597 

2.96 

0.5 

3.06 

1803 

161176 

2.95 

0.6 

3.03 

3946 

525623 

2.93 

0.6 

3.00 

5056 

653268 

2.90 

0.6 

3.01 

5020 

660595 

2.94 

0.6 

3.05 

2860 

340082 

2.96 

0.6 

3.0& 

5369 

695860 

2.90 

0.6 

2.99 

7373 

927678 

2.96 

0.6 

3.07 

4074 

547486 

2.90 

0.6 

3.02 

3319 

396547 

2.95 

0.6 

3  07 

6555 

1069611 

2.94 

0.6 

3.04 

5008 

713411 

2.90 

••'764 

3.00 

1982  SENIORS 


S.D. 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.5 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.6 


0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


0.6 
0.6 
0.6 


1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1* 

0.1 

0.0 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


ERIC 


APPENDIX  E-H6 


EVERY  TIMS  I  TRY  TO  GET  AHEAD,  SOMETHING  OR  SOMEBODY  STOPS  ME 

 ggwg  strongly;  ^disagree  strongly  I 

LONGITUDINAL  COMPARISONS  FOR  THOSE  STILL  IN  SCHOOL  IN  1982 


SAMPLE  WEIGHTED 
N  N 


I960  SOPHOMORES 
NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL         1982  SENIORS 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACEi 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE.' 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 

ERIC 


16292  210440Q 


7612 
6660 


3389 
6032 
4521 


12315 
1669 
208 
123 
1006 
173 
561 


14050 
524 
1716 


3770 
4898 
4846 
2778 


5175 
7144 
3908 


3187 
6268 
4837 


1002945 
1101455 


408220 
1074669 
581862 


1699683 
228929 
23147 
15873 
68704 
17221 
48966 


1889291 
61770 
153338 


501916 
633837 
638536 
330111 


672942 
697084 
526198 


381663 
1035027 
687711 


MEAN  S.D. 
2.79  0.7 


2.75 
2.83 


2.63 
2.78 
2.94 


2.61 
2.70 
2.74 
2.52 
2.66 
2.59 
2.76 


2.76 
2.98 
2.90 


2.83 
2.78 
2.73 
2.86 


2.70 
2.93 
2.67 


2.00 
2.82 
2.74 


0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.6 


0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 
0.8 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


MEAN  S.D. 
2.86  0.7 


2.65 
3.01 
2.97 


2.90 
2.87 
2.78 
2.96 


2.77 
3.00 

2.74 


0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


POOLED 
S.D. 

0.7 


2.82 

0.7 

0.7 

2.90 

0.7 

0.7 

2.67 

0.7 

0.7 

2.66 

0.7 

0.7 

3.02 

0.6 

0.6 

2.89 

0.7 

0.7 

2.76 

0.6 

0.8 

2.92 

0.7 

0.7 

2.61 

0.7 

0.7 

2.78 

0.7 

0.7 

2.76 

0.6 

0.6. 

2.85 

0.7 

0.7 

0.7 
0.6 
0.6 


0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 


0.7 
0.6 
0.7 


2.87 

0.7 

0.7 

2.90 

0.7 

0.7 

2.82 

0.7 

0.7 

1982-1980 
DIFFERENCE 

0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 


0.0 

0.1« 

0.1* 


0.1* 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1* 

0.2 

0.1 


0.1* 

0.0 

0.1 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


0.1* 
0.1* 
0.1* 


EFFECT 
SIZE 

0.1 


0.1 
0.1 


0.0 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 


0.1 
0.0 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 


0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
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APPENDIX  E-117 


MATHEMATICS  COURSES  HILL  BE  USEFUL  IN  MY  FUTURE 
( PERCENT  CHECKED) 


ALL  50PHOMORE3-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SOPHOMORES 
NHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


SAMP 
N 

HTD 
N 

PERCENT 

SAMP 
N 

HTD 

N 

PERCENT 

SAMP 
N 

HTD 

N 

PERCENT 

UKuruuia 
MINUS 
STAYERS 

TOTAL 

25188 

33X2 

59.4 

22773 

2798 

61.0 

2415 

515 

50.8 

-10.2* 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

12484 
12704 

1671 
1641 

60.8 
57.9 

11227 
11546 

1396 
1402 

62.6 
59,3 

1257 
1158 

276 
239 

52.0 
49.4 

-10.6* 
-9.9* 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

6120 
11821 
6166 

787 
1590 
791 

54.8 
59.6 
65.4 

5143 
10887 
5923 

593 
1383 
730 

56.0 
61.1 
66.0 

977 
934 
243 

193 
207 
61 

51.0 
49.8 
58.0 

-5.0 
-11.3* 
-8.0 

RACE* 

MITE  17920  2529  60.2  16502  2180  61.6  1418  350  51.2 

BLACK  3412  435  56.2  2989  352  58.6  423  83  46.1 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  328  35  69.1  311  32  72.4  17  2  25.8 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  260  34  56.8  202  24  56.5  58  9  57.5 

MEXICAN- AHERICAN  1920  145  55.7  1635  109  55.9  285  36  55.0 

PUERTO  RICAN  334  36  50.4  262  25  54.4  72  11  41.6 

OTHER  HISPANIC  918  85  59.6  798  67  60.5  120  18  56.5 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


■10.4* 
-12.5* 
-46.7* 
1.0 

-0.9 
-12.8 

-4.0 


22098 

3017 

59.1 

19777 

2524 

60.7 

2321 

493 

51.0 

-9.7* 

724 

93 

56.8 

694 

79 

57.8 

30 

14 

51.4 

-6.3 

2366 

202 

64.9 

2302 

194 

66.0 

64 

8 

38.1 

-28.0* 

5435 

723 

59.0 

5034 

638 

59.8 

401 

85 

52.4 

-7.4 

7322 

948 

59.4 

6736 

624 

61.3 

566 

123 

47.0 

-14.3* 

8008 

1101 

58.9 

7042 

894 

60.7 

966 

207 

50.9 

-9.9* 

4423 

541 

60.6 

3961 

442 

62.4 

462 

99 

53.8 

-6.6* 

11076 

1492 

56.4 

9800 

1215 

58.0 

1276 

277 

49.6 

-8.4* 

6584 

1056 

66.6 

8295 

992 

67.1 

289 

64 

57.8 

-9.4* 

4994 

695 

56.0 

4255 

542 

57.2 

739 

152 

51.9 

-5.3 

5419 

676 

57.9 

4711 

533 

59.4 

708 

143 

52.3 

-7.2* 

12376 

157? 

60.8 

11391 

1363 

62.3 

987 

214 

51.1 

-11.2* 

7391 

1059 

58.2 

6671 

901 

59.9 

720 

158 

49.0 

-10.9* 

NOTE:  HEIGHTED  K  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


ERIC 


766 


.  f 
•   *  * 


APPENDIX  E-118 


ENGLISH  OR  LtTERATU?E  COURSES  MILL  BE  USEFUL  IN  MY  FUTURE 
(PERCENT  CHECKED ) 


ALL  S0PH0HORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


12464 
12704 


17920 
3412 
328 
260 
1920 
334 
918 


22098 
724 
2366 


5435 
7322 
8008 
4423 


11076 
6584 
4994 


5419 
12376 
7391 


HTD 
N 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


25188  3312 


1671 
1641 


6120  787 
11821  1590 
6166  791 


2529 
435 
35 
34 
145 
36 
85 


3017 
93 
202 


723 
948 
1101 
541 


1492 
1056 
695 


676 
1577 
1059 


PERCENT 
56.0 


54.1 
58.0 


53.0 
56.1 
60.5 


56.4 
53.0 
69.5 
49.8 
54.4 
54.1 
58.1 


55.9 
60.3 
55.7 


54.7 
56.7 
54.4 
59.8 


54.4 
61.7 
52.1 


56.2 
55.8 
56.2 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 
N 


22773  2798 


11227 
11546 


5143 
10867 
5923 


16502 
2989 

311 

202 
1635 

26? 

798 


19777 
694 
2302 


5034 
6736 
7042 
3961 


9800 
6295 
4255 


4711 
11391 

6671 


1396 
1402 


593 
1383 
730 


2180 
352 
32 
24 
109 
25 
67 


2524 
79 
194 


638 
824 
894 

44? 


1215 
992 
542 


533 
1363 
901 


PERCENT 
57.4 


55.3 
59.5 


54.6 
57.0 
61.7 


57.7 
55.1 
70.4 
52.1 
55.9 
55.3 
57.6 


57.4 
62.4 
55.5 


55.2 
58.4 
56.2 
61.0 


55.5 
62.4 
53.3 


57.6 
57.2 
57.5 


SIMP 
N 

2415 


1257 
1156 


977 
934 
243 


1418 
423 
17 
56 
285 
72 
120 


2321 
30 
64 


401 
586 
966 
462 


1276 
269 
739 


708 
967 
720 


HTD 
N 

515 


276 
239 


193 
207 
61 


350 
83 
2 
9 
36 
11 
18 


493 
14 
8 


85 
123 
207 

99 


277 
64 
152 


143 
214 
158 


PERCENT 
46.6 


46.0 
49.4 


47.9 
49.5 
45.3 


46.6 
44.3 
57.4 
43.5 
49.7 
51.5 
59.7 


46.5 
48.1 
60.3 


51.5 
45.6 
46.6 
54.2 


49.2 
51.8 
47.9 


51.2 
46.6 
49.1 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS 
STAYERS 

-8.8* 


-7.3* 
-10.1* 


-6.8* 
-7.5* 
-16.5* 


-9.1* 
-10.8* 
-13.0 
-8.6 
-6.2 
-3.8 
2.1 


-8.9* 
-14.3 
4.8 


-3.7 
-12.8* 
-9.6* 
-6.9 


-6.4* 
-10.6* 
-5.4 


-6.4* 
-10.7* 
-8.4* 
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APPENDIX  E-119 


BUSINESS i  OFFICE,  Off  SALES  COURSES  HILL  BE  USEFUL  IM  MY  FUTURE 
(PERCENT  CHECKED  I 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


SOPHOMORES  SOPHOMORES 

NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL  MHO  DROPPEO  OUT 

ALL  SOPHOMORFS              UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOW?  BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLONUP   

   .     DROPOUTS 

SAMP        NTD                       SAMP        NTD  SAMP        NTD  HINUS 

N          N        PERCENT         N          N        PERCENT  N          N        PERCENT  STAYERS 

TOTAL                       25188       3312         25.4       22775       279ft         25.7  2*15        515         24.0  -1.8 


SEX: 

MALE  1248* 

FEMALE  12704 

SES< 

LOH  6120 

MIDDLE  "821 

HIGH  6166 


1671 
1641 

16.3 
34.B 

11227 
11546 

1396 
1402 

16.4 
35.0 

1257 
1158 

276 
239 

15.4 
33.8 

-1.0 
-1.2 

787 
1590 
791 

24.6 
27.6 
22.5 

5143 
10887 
5923 

593 
1383 
730 

25.9 
27.9 
22.2 

977 
934 
243 

193 
207 
61 

20.6 
25.6 
25.0 

-5.3« 
-2.3 
2.7 

RACE: 


WHITE 

17920 

2529 

BLACK 

3412 

435 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 

328 

35 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

260 

34 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 

1920 

145 

PUERTO  RICAN 

334 

3ft 

OTHER  HISPANIC 

918 

85 

26.6 

16502 

2180 

26.0 

20.8 

2989 

352 

21.5 

22.3 

311 

32 

20.3 

28.5 

202 

24 

28.3 

22.8 

1635 

109 

22.4 

13.8 

262 

25 

13.9 

21 .8 

798 

67 

24.6 

1418 

350 

25.9 

-0.9 

423 

83 

17.7 

-3.B 

17 

2 

49.0 

28.7 

58 

9 

29.1 

0.7 

285 

36 

23.8 

1.4 

72 

11 

13.6 

-0.4 

120 

18 

11.3 

-13.4* 

SCHOOL  TYPES 

PUBLIC  22090  3017  26.3 

PRIVATE  724  93  19.1 

CATHOLIC  2366  202  15.8 


19777 

2524 

26.8 

2321 

493 

23.9 

-2.8 

694 

79 

19.3 

30 

14 

17.9 

-1.4 

2302 

194 

14.9 

64 

8 

37.5 

22.7» 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION' 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


5435  723 

7322  948 

8008  1101 

4423  541 


21.8  5034 

31.0  6736 

23.1  7042 

25.2  3961 


638  21.3 

624  31.1 

894  24.0 

442  25.5 


401  65 

586  123 

966  207 

462  99 


25.1  3.6 

30.5  -0.6 

19.5  -4.4 

24.0  -1.5 


MNERAL  11076       1492         26.0        9800       1215         26.2        1276        277         25.4  -0.6 

SSStc  88?       1056  21.5        8295        992  21.7  289  4  8.1  -3.6 

VOCATIONAL  4994        695         30.7        4255        542         32.6         739        152         24.0  -8.5» 


COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


5419  676 
12378  1577 
7391  1059 


22.2  4711 
25.4  11391 
27.6  6671 


533  21.9 

1363  25.5 

901  28.2 

4 


708  143 
987  214 
720  158 


23.4  1*5 
24.2  -1.3 
24.1  -4.1 


NOTE:  NEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  E-120 


ALL  S0PH0M0RES-J980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


SAHP 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

PACE: 
NHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
6ENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COmJNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


12464 
12704 


6120 
11821 
6166 


17920 
3412 
328 
260 
1920 
334 
918 


22098 
724 
2366 


5435 
7322 
8008 
4423 


11076 
8584 
4994 


NTD 
N 


SOPHOMORES 
WHO  OROPPEO  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


25188  3312 


1671 
1641 


787 
1590 
791 


2529 
435 
35 
34 
145 
36 
85 


3017 
93 
202 


723 
948 
1101 
541 


1492 
1056 
695 


5419  676 
12378  1577 
7391  1059 


MOTE:  NEI6HTE0  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


ERIC 


PERCENT 
13.2 


21.9 
4.3 


13.4 
14.6 
9.6 


13.3 
12.6 
7.5 
21.4 
13.1 
10.8 
13.0 


14.2 
4.6 
2.5 


14.4 
15.0 
10.6 
13.6 


13.3 
6.7 
22.9 


SAMP 
N 


NTD 
N 


22773  2798 


11227 
11546 


5143 
10887 
5923 


16502 
2989 
311 
202 
1635 
262 
798 


19777 
694 
2302 


5034 
6736 
7042 
3961 


9800 
6295 
4255 


13.0  4711 
12.5  U391 
14.3  6671 


1396 
1402 


593 
1383 
730 


2180 
352 
32 
24 
109 
25 
67 


2524 
79 
194 


;-8 
624 
694 
442 


1215 
992 
542 


533 
1363 
901 


PERCENT 
12.6 


21.3 
4.0 


13.0 
14.2 
9.3 


12.8 
12.0 

6.5 
21.4 
11.5 

9.8 
12.9 


13.7 
3.5 
2.4 


13.3 
15.0 
10.2 
12.3 


12.9 
6.6 
23.0 


12.2 
12.1 
13.8 


SAMP 
N 


1257 
1158 


977 
934 
243 


1418 
423 
17 
58 
285 
72 
120 


2321 
30 
64 


401 
586 
966 
462 


1276 
289 
739 


708 
987 
720 


NTD 
N 


2415  515 


276 
239 


193 
207 
61 


350 
83 
2 
9 
36 
11 
18 


493 
14 
8 


85 
123 
207 

99 


277 
64 

152 


143 
214 
156 


PERCENT 
16.1 


24.5 
6.5 


14.8 
17.5 
15.3 


16.0 
15.4 
20.8 
21.6 
16.0 
12.9 
13.3 


16.5 
10.6 
4.3 


23.0 
15.1 
12.3 
19.3 


14.7 
7.7 
22.6 


16.0 
15.5 
17.0 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS 
STAYERS 

3.5* 


3.1 
2.5* 


1.8 
3.3 
6.0* 


3.1* 
3.4 
14.3 
0.2 
6.4 
3.1 
0.5 


2.7* 

7.0 

1.9 


9.7* 
0.1 
2.2 
7.0* 


1.8 
1.1 
•0.4 


3.8 

3.5* 

3.2 
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APPENDIX  E-i2i 


ENGLISH  OR  LITERATURE  COURSES  HERE  INTERESTING  TO  ME 
I  PERCENT  CHECKED) 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


SOPHOMORES 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOH 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  IWJIAN 
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE« 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGIONS 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


SAMP 
N 

25188 


12484 
12704 


6120 
11821 
6166 


17920 
3412 
328 
260 
1920 
334 
918 


22098 
724 
2366 


5435 
7322 
8008 
4423 


11076 
8584 
4994 


5419 
12378 
7391 


.  SOPHOMORES 

WHO  STAYEO  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 

WTO 

SAMP 

WTO 

N 

PERCENT 

N 

N 

PERCENT 

331* 

32*4 

22773 

2798 

32.3 

1671 

29*2 

11227 

1396 

28.4 

1641 

35.7 

11546 

1402 

36.1 

787 

32*2 

5143 

593 

32.1 

1590 

31*3 

1  AAA? 

1383 

30.8 

791 

34*9 

5923 

730 

35.0 

2529 

32.4 

16502 

2180 

32.3 

435 

32.7 

2989 

352 

32.3 

35 

30*1 

311 

32 

30.5 

34 

33.9 

202 

24 

33.4 

145 

32.7 

1635 

109 

32*0 

36 

31*0 

262 

25 

34.1 

85 

30*3 

798 

67 

31*2 

3017 

32*0 

19777 

2524 

31.7 

93 

36*4 

694 

79 

40.3 

202 

36.4 

2302 

194 

36*4 

723 

31*3 

5034 

638 

31.7 

948 

33.4 

6736 

824 

32*8 

1101 

32*5 

7042 

894 

32*6 

541 

32*0 

3961 

442 

31.7 

1492 

31*2 

9800 

1215 

30.7 

1056 

35.5 

8295 

992 

35.8 

695 

30.7 

4255 

542 

29.9 

676 

33.3 

4711 

533 

33*6 

1577 

32*3 

11391 

1363 

32.3 

1059 

32*0 

6671 

901 

31*5 

SOPHOMORES 
WHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWP 


SAMP 
N 

2415 


1257 
1158 


977 
934 
243 


1418 
423 
17 
58 
285 
72 
120 


2321 
30 
64 


401 
586 
966 
462 


1276 
289 
739 


700 
987 
720 


WTO 
N 

515 


276 
239 


193 
207 
61 


350 
83 
2 
9 
36 
11 
18 


493 
14 
8 


85 
123 
207 

99 


277 
64 
152 


143 
214 
158 


PERrENT 
33.0 


32*9 
33.2 


32*7 
34.2 
34.2 


33.0 
34.3 
26.1 
35.1 
34*8 
24.1 
27.0 


33.5 
13*9 
36*7 


28*4 
37*4 
32*3 
33.0 


33*9 
30.9 
33.5 


32.5 
31.9 
35.1 


DROPOUTS 

MINUS 
STAYERS 

0.7 


4.5* 
-2.9 


0.7 
3.3 
-0.8 


0.7 
2.0 

-4.4 
1.7 
2.9 

-10.0 
-4.2 


1.8 

-26.4 
0.3 


-3.2 
4.6 

-0.3 
1.3 


3.2 
-4.9 
3.6 


-1.1 
-0.5 
3.7 


NOTE:  WEIGHTED  N       IN  THOUSANDS 
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APPENDIX  E- 122 


MATHEMATICS  COURSES  MERE  INTERESTING  TO  HE 
I  PERCENT  CHECKED) 


ALL  SOPHOHORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


SOPHOMORES 
WO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


HTD 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LOW 
MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE* 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
SUBURBAN 
RURAL 


W1B8  3312 


1248* 
12704 


6120 
11821 
6166 


17920 
3412 
328 
260 
1920 
334 
918 


22098 
724 
2366 


5435 
7322 
8008 
4423 


11076 
8584 
4994 


5419 
12378 
7391 


1671 
1641 


787 
1590 
791 


2529 
435 
35 
34 
145 
36 
85 


3017 
93 
202 


723 
948 
1101 
541 


1492 
1056 
695 


676 
1577 
1059 


PERCENT 
32.0 


31.6 
32.5 


29.5 
31.8 
35.1 


32.4 

30.4 

36.7 

32.7 

29.9 

35.'. 

29.0 


31.5 
36.0 
38.7 


32.6 
33.7 
31.0 
30.3 


29.8 
39.1 
26.7 


SAMP 
N 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOHUP 


HTD 

N 


22773  2798 


11227 
11546 


5143 
10887 
5923 


16502 
2989 
311 
202 
1635 
262 
7C5 


19777 
694 
2302 


5034 
6736 
7042 
3961 


9800 
8295 
4255 


31.9 
31.6 
32.8 


4711 
11391 
6671 


1396 
1402 


593 
1383 
730 


2180 
352 
32 
24 
109 
25 
67 


2524 
79 
194 


638 
824 
894 
442 


1215 
992 
542 


533 
1363 
901 


PERCENT 
32.8 


32.5 
33.1 


30.0 
32.6 
35.7 


33.2 
30.8 
38.6 
35.4 
31.5 
37.8 
29.9 


32.1 
39.4 
39.1 


33.0 
34.6 
32.0 
30.9 


30.0 
39.4 
27.9 


32.3 
32.7 
33.4 


MOTE:  WEIGHTED  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


SAMP 
N 

2415 


1257 
1158 


977 
934 
243 


1418 

423 
17 
58 

285 
72 

120 


2321 
30 
64 


401 
586 
966 
462 


1276 
289 
739 


708 
987 
720 


WTO 
N 

515 


276 
239 


193 
207 
61 


350 
83 
2 
9 
36 
11 
18 


493 
14 
8 


85 
123 
207 

99 


277 
64 
152 


143 
214 
158 


PERCENT 
27.6 


26.8 
28.9 


27.9 
26.9 
28.1 


26.0 
28.8 
11.4 
25.6 
25.0 
31.5 
25.7 


28.1 
16.1 
29.8 


30.7 
27.6 
26.7 
27.8 


29.0 
34.4 
22.6 


30.2 
25.0 
29.5 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS 
STAYERS 

-5.0)1 


-5.7» 
-4.2 


-2.1 

-5.7» 

-7.5 


-5.1* 
-2.0 
-27.2 
-9.8 
-6.6 
-6.3 
-4.2 


-4.0* 
-23.3 
-9.3 


-2.4 
-7.0» 
-5.3« 
-3.1 


-1.0 
-5.0 
-5.3 


-2.1 

-7.7» 

■3.9 


APPENDIX  E-123 


BUSINESS,  OFFICE*  OR  SALES  COURSES  MERE  INTERESTS  TO  ME 
(PERCENT  CHECKED) 


ALL  50PHOHQRES-1980 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAHP 
N 

25188 


12404 

12704 


HTD 
N 

3312 


1671 
1641 


PERCENT 
14.2 


9.4 
19.1 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
UNTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 

22773 


11227 
11546 


HTD 
N 

2795 


1396 
1402 


PERCENT 
14.4 


9.2 
19.6 


SOPHOMORES 
MHO  DROPPED  OUT 
BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOMUP 


SAMP 
N 

2415 


1257 
1158 


HTD 
N 

515 


276 
239 


PERCENT 
13.1 


10.6 
16.0 


DROPOUTS 
MINUS 
STAYERS 

-1.3 


1.4 
-3.6 


SES: 

LOW  M20 

MIDDLE  "821 

HIGH  6166 

RACE: 

WHITE  17920 

BLACK  3412 

ASIAN-AMERICAN  328 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  260 

MEXICAN-AMERICAN  1*20 

PUERTO  RICAN  334 

OTHER  HISPANIC  918 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 

PUBLIC  22098 

PRIVATE  724 

CATHOLIC  2366 


"i  " 

14.6 

5143 

15-; 

15.7 

10887 

791 

11.2 

5923 

2529 

14.5 

16502 

435 

12.8 

2989 

35 

lf.7 

311 

34 

14.3 

202 

145 

13.1 

1635 

36 

15.2 

262 

85 

14.6 

798 

3017 

14.8 

19777 

93 

9.0 

694 

202 

8.0 

2302 

593 

15.1 

977 

1383 

15.9 

934 

730 

11.3 

243 

2180 

14.7 

1418 

352 

13.4 

423 

32 

9.7 

17 

24 

12.9 

58 

109 

13.2 

285 

25 

12.6 

72 

67 

13.8 

120 

2524 

15.1 

2321 

79 

8.8 

30 

194 

7.7 

64 

193 

12.9 

-2.3 

207 

14.7 

-1.1 

61 

10.8 

-0.5 

350 

12.9 

-1.8 

83 

10.5 

-2.9 

2 

24.7 

15.0 

9 

18.0 

5.1 

36 

12.5 

-0.7 

11 

20.8 

8.2 

18 

17.7 

3.9 

493 

13.2 

-1.9 

14 

10.4 

1.6 

8 

14.6 

6.9 

GEOGRAPHIC  REGION5 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 


5435  723 

7322  948 

8008  UOl 

4423  541 


11.9  5034 

17.2  6736 

13.3  7042 
14.0  3961 


638  H.4 

324  17.5 

894  13.6 

442  14.8 


401  85 

586  123 

966  207 

462  99 


15.7  4.3 

15.1  -2.4 

12.2  -1.4 
10.5  -4.3 


"EKr      u«»  »«        sj  *»    in   «a  z    S:i  t! 


MTE>  MEIEHTEO  K  IS  IN  1HCUUMIS  ^ ^0 


APPENDIX 


ALL  SOPHOMORES-1980 


ALL  SOPHOMORES 


SAMP 
N 


TOTAL 

SEX: 
MALE 
FEMALE 

SES: 
LON 

MIDDLE 
HIGH 

RACE: 
WHITE 
BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
AMERICAN  INDIAN 

MEXICAN- AMERICAN 
PUERTO  RICAN 
OTHER  HISPANIC 

SCHOOL  TYPE: 
PUBLIC 
PRIVATE 
CATHOLIC 

SEOGRAPHIC  REGION: 
NORTHEAST 
NORTH  CENTRAL 
SOUTH 
NEST 

CURRICULUM: 
GENERAL 
ACADEMIC 
VOCATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  TYPE: 
URBAN 
DURBAN 
RW'AL 


12704 


6120 
11821 
6166 


17920 
3412 
320 
260 
1920 
334 
916 


22096 
724 
2366 


5435 
7322 
8008 
4423 


11076 
8584 
4994 


5419 
12378 
7391 


HTD 
N 


SOPHOMORES 

NHO  STAYED  IN  SCHOOL 
WTIL  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 


25188  3312 


1671 
1641 


767 
1590 
791 


2529 
435 
35 
34 
145 
36 
65 


3017 
93 
202 


723 
948 
1101 
541 


1492 
1056 
695 


676 
1577 
1959 


NOTE:  HEIGHTEO  N  IS  IN  THOUSANDS 


ERIC 


PERCENT 
10.6 


17.0 
4.4 


10.6 
11.5 
9.3 


11.0 
9.3 
4.1 
14.9 
10.0 
11.6 
10.3 


11.6 
4.6 
1.3 


10.6 
12.7 
8.6 
12.0 


10.7 
7.1 
16.5 


SAMP 
N 


HTD 

N 


10.1 
10.3 
U.9 


22773  2798 


11227 
11546 


16502 
2989 
311 
202 
1635 
262 
798 


19777 
694 
2302 


5034 
6736 
7042 
3961 


9800 
6295 
4255 


1396 
1402 


5143  593 
10887  1383 
5^23  730 


4711 
11391 
6671 


2180 
352 
32 
24 
109 
25 
67 


2524 
79 
194 


638 
824 
894 
442 


1215 
992 
542 


533 
1363 
901 


PERCENT 
10.4 


16.7 
4,1 


10.7 
U.O 
8.9 


10.6 
9.2 
4.3 

14.5 
9.9 

12.2 

10.6 


11.3 
4.8 
1.1 


9.7 
12.8 

8.1 
11.4 


10.3 
7.1 
16.7 


9.6 
9.9 
11.6 


773 


SOPHOMORES 
NHO  DROPPED  OUT 
^BEFORE  SENIOR  FOLLOWUP 

SAMP  "HTD 
N  N 


2415  515 


1257 
1158 


977 
934 
243 


1416 

423 
17 
58 

285 
72 

120 


2321 
30 
64 


401 
586 
966 
462 


1276 
289 
739 


708 
987 
720 


276 
239 


193 
207 
61 


350 
83 
2 
9 
36 
11 
16 


493 
14 
8 


85 
123 
207 

99 


277 
64 
152 


143 
214 
158 


PERCENT 
13.0 


18.7 
6.5 


9.9 
15.3 
13.9 


13.9 
9.8 
1.2 
15.7 
10.4 
10.9 
9.3 


13.4 
3.0 
6.1 


17.7 
12.7 
10.5 
14.8 


12.6 
7.9 
16.0 


12.0 
13.2 
13.7 


2.6* 


2.0 
2.4* 


-0.8 
4.3* 
5.0 


3.3* 

0.6 
-3.2 

1.2 

0.5 
-1.3 
-1.3 


2.1 
-1.8 
7.0* 


8.0* 
-0.1 
2.3 
3.4 


2.3 
0.8 
■0.7 


2.4 

3.3* 

2.1 


